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the  Houfe  —  * 

Mlrefc  to  His  Majefty  on  his 

Speech,  copy  of  — 

— — •  prefented  to  the  King  by 

the  Houfe  — 

*- —  IBs  Majefty's    Anfwer 

African  Slave  Trade,  Mr.  Wil- 
berforce  moves  forfartherCon- 
fideration  on  that  Builnefs 

Annamcnt,  Mr.  Pitt  itates  the 
£xpences  of  the  late         — 

— —  Mr.  Pitt  oropofes  a  Plan  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  defray  the 
Expencesof  — 

— •  Resolutions  of  the  Houfe 
thereon  — - 

• —  Ftrther  Debates  on  that 
Byfiotft  — 

Army  Effimates,  Speech  of  Ge- 
neral Borgoyne  relative  to  the,  324 

*— •ihcHoule  in  a  Committee 
thereon  •—  •—    330, 


ao 


33 
34 


62 


—        ih. 


120 


139 


B. 

Page. 

Bodmyn,  Mr.  Wilbraham  fpeaks 
againft  the  Return  for  that 
Place  89 

— —  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  try  the  Merits  of 
that  Election  —  4x0 

Burke,  Mr,,  moves,  That  it  ap- 
pears that  an  Impeachment  by 
this  Houfe,  in  the  Name  of  the 
Commons  of  Great  Britain,  in 
Parliament  aflembled,  and  of 
all  the  Commons  of  Great  Bri-  < 
tain,  againft  Warren  Haftings, 
Efq.  late  Governor  General  of 
Bengal,  for  fundry  high  Crimes 
and  Mifdemeanors,  is  now  de- 
pending — •  -  150 
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Attention  of  the  Houfe  to  $  $  1 

■    ■ '  the  Houfe  in  Committee  on     ib. 

Corn  Regulation  Bill  for  Scot- 
land, the  Houfe  in  Committee 
thereon  — -  570 


^Eaft  Indies,  Mr.  Dundas  moves 
for  the  fecond  Reading  of  the 
Bill  to  remove  Doubts  refpe&- 
ing  Troops  fent  there    

—  Mr.  Dundas  moves  for  Pa- 
pers relative  to  the  Affairs  of 

—  Mr.  Ijippefley  moves  for  the 
reading  fome  Claufes  in  an  A£t 
relative  to  the  Affairs  of 

—  Introductory  Paragraph  o- 
mitted  at  the  Commencement 

,  of  Mr.   Hippeflcy's    Speech, 

p.  480  — 

Exeter  Petition,  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  try 
the  Merits  of  — 


401 
416 


420 


57* 


5*7 
3* 


F. 
Fowey  Election,  Report  of  the 

Committee  appointed  to  try  the 

Merits  of  

Fox,  Mr.  propofes  a  Caty  of  the 

Houfe  — 

H. 

Haftings,   Mr.  the   Houfc  enter 
into  a  Conversion  relative  to 
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Morton,  Mr.  from  the  India 
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Fontefraa  Eledion,  Report  of 
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Poole  Petition,    Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to    try        N 
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Fox  informs  the  Houfe  of  his 
intended  Motion  relative  to 
them  

Kamfgate  Harbour,  Mr.  Alder- 
man  Curtis  makes  a  Motion  re* 
latfve  to  the  Truftees  of 

Report  of  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
Tty  brought  up,  ^r.  Fox's 
Speech  on  that  Bufinefs  46 

— •  of  the  Commiuee  on  the 
Ctrtifle  Election  —         511 
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on  the  Pontefrad  Elec- 
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— —  on  the  Stirlingfhire  Elec- 
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—  on  the  Exeter  Petition 
■         on  the  Newark  Petition 
Rum  and  Spirits,  Lord  Sheffield 

expreflbs  the  Alarms  of  bis 
Conilituents  at  the  new  Bill, 
impofiqg  additional  Duties  on 

S. 

Slave  Trade,  Mr.  Wilberforce 
gives  Notice  of  his  intended 
Motion  for  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  examine  Evidence  on 
the  — 

Somerfet  Houfe,  Mr.  Burke  calh 
the  Attention  of  the  Houfe  to 
the  State  of  — 

Speaker  of  the  Houfe,  Speech  of 
the  Mailer  of  the  Rolls  on  the 
Choice  of  — — 

— —  his  Speech  on  preferring 
certain  Bills  to  His  Majefty 

Spirits  Duty  Bill,  the  Houfe  in 
Committee  thereon  —    30 $ 

State  Papers.— Copy  of  the 
Declaration  and  Counter  De- 
claration, iigned  and  exchanged 
at  Madrid,  July  14,  170/5  35 

— —  Copy  of  the  Convention  be- 
tween his  Britannic  Majefty 
and  the  King  of  Spain,  figned 
at  the  Efcurial,  Od.  28,  7790     36 

—  An  Account,  as  far  as  can 
be  made  up,  of  the  Expences 
occasioned  by  the  Augmenta- 
tion and  Equipment  of  His 
Majcfty's  Naval  Forces,  on 
the  late  Armament,  up  to  Nov. 

11,  1790  —  38 

An  Account  of  the  Charges 

incurred  by  the  late  Armament, 
as  far  as  the  fame  can  at  pre-   . 
fent  be  made  up  at  the  War 
Office  

—  Expence  incurred  by  the 
Office  of  His  Majcfty's  Ord 
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Bills        —  — 

■■■■  » Account  of  Monies  iflued 
to  Neave  and  Aiflabie,  for  the 
P,urchafe  of  Provifions  for  the 
Troops  in  the  Eaft  and  Weft 
Indies,  in  confequence  of  the 
late  Armament 

■■  ■  ■  Lift  of  Precedents,  touch- 
ing the  Queftiun  of  the  Con- 
tinuance of  Impeachments,  and 
other  Parliamentary  Proceed* 
ings  from  Parliament  to  Parlia- 
ment — 

—  Extracts  from  the  Journals 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons 

*— —  Queftions  put  to  John  Shore, 
Efq.  in  Weftminftcr  Hall 

—•Letters  from  the  Court  of 
Directors  to  Bengal,  in  1785 

— —  Extract  of  a  Minute  of  Lord 
Cornwallis,  in  1787,  relative 
to  the  Settlement  concluded 
with  the  Nabob  Hyder  Beg 
Khan        

—  Extract  of  a  Letter  from  the 
Directors  to  Bengal,  in  t  789 

—  Extracts  from  the  Records 
of  the  Eaft-lndia  Company 

—  Farther  Extracts  from  the 
Records  of  the  Eaft-lndia  Com- 
pany   

—  Extracts  of  Letters  from  the 
Court  of  Directors  to  Fort  St. 
George  443 

■  Opinion  of  Mr.  Dupre  and 
Mr.  Mailings  — —  444 

—  Extract  of  a  Letter  from  the 
Prefident  and  Council  of  Fort 
St.  George  to  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors —  445 

—  Petition  prefented  to  the 
Houfe  from  feveral  Houfehold- 
ers  of  London  and  Weftminfter 
refpecting  Servants  affuming 
falie  Names  and  Characters         523 

— -  Extract  of  Bombay  Public 
Confutations  524 

■■  A  Vindication  of  the  Con- 
duct of  the  Englifti  Forces 
employed  in  the  late  War,  un-/ 

♦  der  the  Command  of  Brigadier 
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General  Mathews,  againft  the 
Nabob  Tippoo  Sultan 

1  '  Petition  prefented  to  the 
Houie  from  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land againft  the  Unclaimed 
Dividend  Bill  

Steyning  Election,  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  — 

Stirlingshire  Election,  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  the 

Sugars  exported,  Mr.  Gilbert 
brings  up  the  Report  from  the 
Committee  appointed  to  con- 
fide r  of  granting  a  Drawback 
thereon  — — 

Supply,  the  Houfe  in  a  Commit- 
tee of 
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TTmrfday,  25th  November,  1790, 

A  HE  Commons  afTembled,  agreeable  to  the  return  of  th$ 
writs,  and  a  number  of  Members  being  fworn  by  the  Lord 
Steward,  they  attended  His  Majefty  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe 
of  Peers,  where  the  Lord  Chancellor  addrefled  the  clerk  in  ' 
the  ofual  terms,  [as  fpecified  in  the  detail  of  the  bufirtefs  of 
ele&ing  a  Speaker,  in  the  fir  ft  volume  of  this  work,  and  un- 
der the  year  1780]  and  remarked,  that  His  Majefty  deferred 
declaring  thecaofes  ot  calling  this  Parliament,  until  there 
Ihotild  be  a  Speaker  of  the  Houje  of  Commons— —and  there- 
fore dire&ed  them  to  chufe  a  fit  perfon  to  be  their  Speaker, 
and  prefent  fuch  perfon  the  next  day. 

TTie  Members  being  returned  to  their  own  Hotife,  and  the 
pleafure  of  His  Majefty  being  fignified  by  Mr,  Hatfell, 

The  Mqfier  of  the  Rolls  now  rofe,    and  obferved,  that  it  Matter  of 
was  fcarcely  neceflary  to  imprefs  upon  the  recolle£ion  of  the  the  Rolls 
Houfe,  that,  being  affembled  in   Parliament,  according  to 
ancient  ufofe,  it  became  thtir  indifpenfable  duty  immediately 
Vol.  XXVIII.  3  to 
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to  proceed  to  the  choice  of  a  Speaker.  It  was  ufual  for  thcfe 
who  flood  up  to  bring  forward  the  fort  of  motion  which  he 
meant  to  offer  to  the  consideration  of  the  Houfe,  to  enter 
into  a  minute  detail  ef  the  qualifications  of  the  peribn  whom 
lie  was  about  to  propofe  to  fill  die  vacant  chair,  and  to  pro- 
nounce a  panegyric  on  his  merit.  Had  he  been  inclined  to 
follow  the  example,  he  was  perfuaded  he  had  an  extenfive 
field  for  the  difplay  of  eulogiums  upon  the  conduft  and  cha- 
racter of  the  right  honourable  friend  he  fhould  propofe  in  his 
motion ;  happily  for  him,  however,  he  was  prevented  from 
the  neceffity  of  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe,  by  his  hav- 
ing obferved  that  there  was  more  than  a  majority  of  Mem- 
bers prefent,  with  whom  he  had  experienced  the  honour  of 
fitting  in  the  laft  Parliament,  and  who,  he  had  not  the  fmalleft 
doubt,  would  concur  with  him  in  his  declaration,  that  the 
right  honourable  Member  whom  he  fhould  name  as  a  fit  ob- 
je£k  of  the  choice  of  the  Houfe,  was  a  gentleman  of  profound 
learning,  tried  abilities,  and  of  acknowledged  judgement. 
He  would  refrain,  therefore,  from  entering  upon  that  topic, 
the  enlargement  of  which,  from  what  he  knew  of  his  right 
honourable  friend,  could  not  but  fcnfibly  wound  the  delicacy 
of  his  feelings,  however,  it  might  afford  a  bare  teftimonial 
of  the  truth,  and  gratify  his  own  mind,  fraught  as  it  was 
by  thorough  conviflion  on  the  fubje&.  He  trufted,  that 
the  motion  he  fhould  conclude  with,  would  meet  with  the 
unanimous  confent  of  all  who  heard  him.  To  thofe  who 
were  new  Members,  it  would  be  fufficieot  for  him  to  re- 
mind them,  that  the  office  of  Speaker  was  of  the  higheft  im- 
portance; that  it  required  great  ability  and  great  judgement 
to  difcharge  it  to  the  fatisfa&ion  and  credit  of  the  Houfe; 
that,  among  other  qualifications,  it  was  effentially  necefTary 
to  combine  that  knowledge  of  bufinefs,  that  dignity  of  con- 
dud),  and  that  fuavity  of  manners,  which  could  at  once  com* 
mand  refpeft,  and  conciliate  efteem.  It  had  been  their  mis- 
fortune to  lofe  feveral  Members  whofe  known  parliamentary 
experience  made  them  the  moft  competent  judges  of  the  im- 
partiality, firmnefs,  and  fidelity  with  which  his  right  ho- 
nourable friend  had  difcharged  the  duties  of  his  high  office, 
and  whofe  known  and  refpeftable  characters  placed  their  tefti- 
tnony  beyond  the  reach  of  queftion.  "  Thofe  gentlemen  had, 
in  a  moft  public  and  difiinguifhed  manner,  afforded  a  recent 
proof  of  the  rooted  fenfe,  imprinted  in  their  minds,  of  the 
correitnefs,  propriety,  and  merit  of  his  right  honourable 
friend's  conduit  in  the  chair ;  and  though  he  could  not  call 
upon  them  at  that  moment  to  teftify  the  truth  of  what  he  faid 
in  his  right  honourable  fiend's  favour,  he  would  appeal  to 
every  individual  Member  prefent,  who  had  eujoyed  a  feat  in 
the  laft  Parliament,  whether  he  was  not  flricrly  founded  in 

every 
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every  word  which  he  had  uttered.  Confcious  as  he  was  that 
his  right  honourable  friend  could  not  be  prompted  by  any 
considerations  of  a  perfonal  or  an  interefted  nature  to  accept 
the  chair,  he  could  with  the  greater  fatisfa&ion  propofe 
him,  and  the  rather  as  he  propofed  him  on  the  folid  ground 
of  public  opinion  founded  upon  public  experience.  The 
Matter  of  the  Rolls  concluded  with  moving,  "  That  the 
u  right  honourable  Henry  Addington  be  appointed  to  fill  the 
u  chair  of  this  Houfe ." 

Mr.  Pbelifs  (Member  for  Somerfetfhire)  rofe  to  fecond  the  Mr. 
motion,  and  remarked  that,  after  what  the  Houfe  had  heard  Phclips. 
lb  ably  flared  in  recommendation  of  his  right  honourable 
friend,  it  was  far  from  his  wifh  to  delay  their  coming  to  what 
he  flattered  him felf  would  prove  an  unanimous  vote  on  the 
qoeflion  ;  but  he 'could  not  refill  trefpaflBng  fo  far  upon  the 
patience  of  the  Houfe,  as  to  ftate  fhortly  a  few  of  the  reafonS 
which  operated  forcibly  upon  his  mind  as  irrefiftible  induce- 
ments to  fecond  and  fupport  the  motion- of  his  right  honour- 
able friend.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  named  as  a  fit 
perfon  to  fill  the  chair,  poflefled,  in  an  eminent  degree,  the 
joint  Qualifications  of  the  fcholar  and  the  gentleman.  His 
extenfave  learning,  and  his  cultivated  talents,  furnUhed  the 
fource  whence  flowed  that  urbanity  of  manner  and  firronefs 
of  mind  which  enabled  him  to  guide  and  meliorate  the  temper 
of  the  Houfe  rather  by  the  gentle  influence  of  example,  than 
by  the  magifterial  exertion  of  authority.  Thofe  gentlemen 
who  fat  in  the  late  Parliament  were  well  apprized  of  the  dig- 
nity, the  niildnefs,  the  {impartiality,  and  the  defirable  ahd 
fatisfadory  effect  which  had  been  the  diftinguifhing  cha- 
rafieriftics  of  his  right  honourable  friend's  conduct,  while  he 
fat  in  the  chair  of  that  Houfe.  He  was  perfuaded  that  his 
right  honourable  friend  would  continue  to  act  in  thedifcharge 
of  the  duty  of  his  high  office  in  a  manner  meriting  the  higheft 
poffible  reward,  the  approbation  of  his  own  mind  ;  and  in  a 
manner  which  would  fully  juftify  the  Houfe  in  their  choice. 

A  general  call  was  made  upon  Mr.  Addington,  as  foon  as 
Mr.  rhelips  fat  down,  when 

Mr.  Jddington  declared  that  he  (hould  not  feel  himfelf  in  Mr.  Ad- 
any  degree  difcliarged  from  the  load  of  obligation  with  which  dington. 
he  was  opprefled,  if  he  had  fuffered  the  Houfe  to  proceed  to 
a  Tate  upon  theprefent  queftion,  without  faying  a  word  or 
two  of  the  deep  fen fe  of  grateful  fatisfaclion  that  he  felt  from 
the  manner  in  which  his  friends  had  fuffered  their  regard  and 
partiality  to  influence  them  in  his  favour,  and  if  he  were  not 
to  declare,  tbat  there  were  ctrcumilances  that  rendered  the 
fetisfadion  In  queftion  a  qualified  fatisfa&ion.  His  honour- 
iMe  friends  had  faid  fo  much  of  his  paft  conduct  in  that  high 
*£ce  to  which  the  late  Houfe  of  Commons  had  elected  him, 

B  2  *bat 
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that  it  was  neceffary  for  him  to  declare,  in  the  ftrongeft 
terras,  that  while  he  was  fenfible  of  the  kind  interpretation 
of  that  Houfe  of  Parliament,  he  could  not  lookback,  with* 
out  a  confcioufnefs  that  there  had  been  many  defeds  in  his 
mode  of  endeavouring  to  difcharge  his  duty.     Scarcely  on 
any  occafion  had  he  been  able  to  ad  up  to  his  own  concep- 
tions upon  the  fubje& ;  and  fure  he  was,  that   if  he  could 
have  fulfilled  thofe  conceptions,  his  efforts  would  have  fallen 
far  fhort  of  the  magnitude  of  the  obje<5t     The  retrofpe£fr* 
therefore,  however  favourable  the  conftrudion  might  be  that 
his  friends  put  upon  it,  prefented  hfs  mind  rather  with  an 
image  of  unmerited   fuccefs,  than  of  a&uaj  attainment  of 
that  end,  which  he  had  no  fcruple  to  declare  he  had  uniformly 
made  it  his  objeft  to  reach.     He  well  knew  that  the  office  of 
Speaker  of  that  Houfe,  was  a  burden  which  few  were  quali- 
fied to  fuftain  with  advantage  to  the  Public,  or  credit  tQ 
themfelves.     It  required  great  abilities,  folid  judgement,  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  the  principles  of  our  conftitutioo,  an4 
a  fmcere  attachment  to  thofe  principles,  added  to  a  profound 
reverence  for  the  rights,  rules,  and  privileges  of  that  Houfe, 
upon  which  the  preservation  of  the  confutation  fo  intimately 
and  immediately  depended*     Mr.  Addington  declared*  that 
he  was  fo  oppreflfcd  by  the  fenfibility  which  the  condu&  of 
the  Houfe  in  general,  and  the  particular  kindnels  of  his  ho* 
nourable  friends  had  infpired,  that  he  could  no  longer  trek 
pafs  upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfe,  but  would  fubmit  him- 
felf  implicitly  to  their  judgement  anddifpofal,  only  tajcing 
the  liberty  to  caution  them,  left,  by  adopting  his  right  ho* 
nourable  friend's  motion,,  they  (hould  do  themfelves  injuftice 
by  an  unworthy  choice. 

There  being  a  general  cry  of  "  Chair !  Chair!"  the  Mafter  of 
the  Rolls  and  Mr.  Phelipsleft  their  places,  and  led  Mr*  Ad- 
dington to  the  chair,  with  the  marked  and  unanimous  con- 
currence of  the  Houfe. 

As  foon  as  he  ])ad  reached  the  firft  (lep,  Mr.  Addington 
turned  round,  and  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  their  decifion 
was  not  yet  final,  and  that  it  was  fti  1  in  their  power  to  re- 
confider  the  queftion,  and  improve  their  nomination  to  the 
chair.  Upon  which,  there  was  a  general  exclamation  of 
"  No  !  by  no  means.7* 

Mr.  Addington  then  took  the  chair,  and  begged  leave  to 
return  his  warmeft  thanks  to  the  Houfe  for  the  high  honour 
they  had  conferred  on  him,  afluring  them,  that  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  conferred,  had  enhanced  its  value  beyond 
eftimation. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 


Friday, 
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Friday,  26th  Nov. 

The  Commons  attended  His  Majefty  at  the  bar  of  the 
Houfeof  Peers;  and  the  Speaker  being  approved  of,  he 
bimbly  claimed  for  the  Houfe  the  ancient  privileges ;  and 
this  ceremony  being  over,  His  Majefty  opened  the  feflion 
with  the  following  mod  gracious  fpeech : 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

If  is  a  great  fat  is facJion  to  me  to  inform  you,  that  the  diffe- 
rmces  which  bad  ar  if  en  between  me  and  the  Court  of  Spain,  have 
ttppilj  keen  brought  to  an  amicable  termination, 

I  have  ordered  copies  of  the  declarations  exchanged  between  mj 
Mafjador  and  the  Minifier  of  the  Catholic  King,  and  of  the 
duvauion  which  has  fince  been  concluded,  to  be  laid  before  you.     . 

Ibe  objecls  which  I  have  propofed  to  my/elf  in  the  whole  of  this 
trmJoSuu,  have  been  to  obtain  afuitable  reparation  for  the  aft 
if  violence  committed  at  Nootka,  and  to  remove  the  grounds  of 
fmlar  Sfputes  in  future;  as  well  as  to  fecure  to  myfubjecls  tha 
txtrcije  of  their  navigation,  commerce,  andfifhcries  in  thojeportf 
if  the  world  which  were  the  fuhjecl  of  difcuffion* 

The  zeal  and  public  fpir  it  manifefted  by  all  ranks  of  myfubjecls, 
mi  the  difpofition  and  conduEi  of  my  allies,  had  left  me  no  room 
ft  doubt  of  the  mofi  vigorous  and  effectual fupport ;  but  no  event 
cntd  have  afforded  me  fo  much  fatisf action,  as  the  attainment  of 
ie  objecls  which  I  bad  in  view,  without  any  aclual  interruption 
if  the  buffings  of  peace. 

Since  the  lafifeffion  of  Parliament,  a  foundation  has  been  laid 
fsra  pacfication  between  Auftria  and  the  Porte,  and  lam  now 
*}bfing  my  mediation,  in  conjunction  with  my  allies  ^  for  the 
fupcft  of  negotiating  a  definitive  treaty  between  tbofe  Powers, 
ad  of  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to  the  difjentiens  in  the  Ncther- 
Inds,  in  wbofi  fituation  I  am  necejfarily  concerned^  from  confi* 
derations  of  national  inferefl,  as  well  as  from  the  engagements  of 
tteties. 

A  feparate  peace  has  taken  place  between  RuJJia  and  Sweden f 
fa  the  war  between  the  former  of  thofe  Powers  and  the  Porte 
JBB  continues.  The  principles  on  which  I  have  hitherto  acled, 
mil  make  me  always  defirous  of  employing  the  weight  and  in* 
fsunteofthis  country  in  contributing  to  tberejloration  of  general 
tranquility. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

I  have  ordered  the  accounts  of  the  .expences  if  the  late  arma- 
***ts,  and  the  ejiimates  fur  the  crfuing  year ,  to  be  laid  before  you. 

tainfui  as  it  Hs  to  me,  at  ail  times,  to  fee  any  increafe  of  the 
&Hk  burthens,  I  am  perfuadedyou  will  agree  with  me  in  think- 

ing 
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ing  that  the  extent  of  our  preparations  was  di  elated  by  a  due  regard 

to  the  exifting  circumflances,  and  that  you  will  refled  with  plea  - 
Jure  on  Jo  fir iking  a  proof  of  the  advantages  derived  from  the  Zr-p 

beral  jupplies  gt  anted fince  the  lafl  peace  for  the  naval fervice.<    t 

rely  on  your  zeal  and  public  fpirit  to  make  due  provifion  for  de- 
fraying the  charges  incurred  by  this  armament ,  and  for  fuppor  ting 

the  fever  al  branches  of  the  public  fervice  on  fuch  a  footing  as  the 
general  jiiuation  of  affairs  may  appear  to  require.  Tou  will  at  the 
fame  time9  I  am  perfuaded9  fhew  your  determination  invariably 

to  perfevere  in  that  fyftem  which  has  fo  effe dually  confirmed  and 

maintained  the  public  credit  of  the  nation. 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

Tou  will  have  obfrved  with  concern  the  interruption  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  tt  anq utility  of  our  Indian  pofjeffions,  in  confe- 
quence  of  the  unprovoked  attack  on  an  ally  of  the  Britifh  nation. 
The  rejpeclablefiate,  however,  of  the  forces  under  the  dire/lion  of 
the  Government  there,  and  the  confidence  in  the  Britifh  name, 
which  thefyflem  prefcribed  by  Parliament  has  efiablifhed  among 
the  native  Powers  in  India,  afford  the  mofi  favourable  prof  peel  of 
bringing  the  contefi  to  a  fpcedy  and  fuccefsful  conelufion. 

I  think  it  neceffary  particularly  to  call  your  attention  to  theflate 
oj  the  province  of  Quebec ',  and  to  recommend  it  to  you  to  confider 
6 f fuch  regulations  for  its  government,  astbeprefent  circumflances 
end  condition  of  the  province  may  appear  to  require. 

I  am  fatified  that  Ifhall,  on  every  occafion,  receive  thefullcfi 
proofs  of  your  zealous  and  affectionate  attachment,  which  cannot 
but  afford  me  peculiar  fatisfaflion,  after  fo  recent  an  opportunity 
of  collecting  the  immediate  fenfe  of  my  people. 

Tou  may  be  affured  that  I  defire  nothing  fo  much  on  my  part,  as 
to  cultivate  an  entire  harmony  and  confidence  between  me  and  my 
Parliament,  for  the  purpofe  of  preferring  and  tranfmitting  to 
pofierity  the  invaluable  buffings  of  our  free  and  excellent  conftitu- 
tion,  and  of  concurring  with  you  in  every  meafure  which  can  main" 
tain  the  advantages  of  our  prefent  fituation,  and promote  and  aug- 
ment the  profperity  and  bappinefs  of  my  faithful  Jubjefls. 

The  Commons  now  repaired  to  their  own  Hdufe ;  and  the 
time  was  employed  in  iwearing  in  Metnbeii,  until  they 
adjourned.         ' 
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JarreS  LIST  x>f  the  HOUSE    of    COMMONS, 
fummontdto  meet  for  their  firft  Seffion,  Novembfer  25,  1790. 

SPEAKER,  Right  Hon.  HENRY  ADDINGTON. 


'  Abimgdm,  Btrljhire. 
Edward  Loveden  Loveden,  Efq. 

J^mondcjkam,  Bucks. 
William  Drak*  Efq.  LL.O. 
Wm.  Drake,  jun.  Efq.  LL.D. 

St.  Mom's,  BertfortWre. 
Hon,  Richard  Bingham 
J  John  Calvert,  jun.  Efq. 

Aldborough,  Suffolk. 
\  Lord  Grey 
Hon.  Thomas  Grenville 

Aldborough,  Yorkjkire. 
John  Galley  Knight,  Efq. 
I  R-Muilm.  Trench  Chifwell,  Efq. 

J  Jbubver,  Hants, 

Benj.  Lethieullier,  Efq. 
William  Fellows,  Efq. 

Angle fe a. 
Hon.  William  Paget 

Mfrby,  Wefimorelemd. 
lidurd  Ford,  Efq. 
Hon.  .Robert  Banks  Jenkinfon 

Aruudil,  Sujex. 
Sf  George  Thomas,  Bart. 
Henry  Howard,  Efq. 

AJkburton,  Devon/hire. 

lobertMackreA,  Efq. 
UrcocePalk,  Efq. 

AyUJbmjy,  Bucks. 
Scrope  Bernard,  Efq. 
Gerard  Lake,  Efq. 

Ba%bury%  Oxfsr4/kire* 
Lord  North 


BarnfiapU,  Devon/hire, 

John  Cleveland,  Efq. 
William  Devaynes,  Efq. 

Bath,  City  of. 

Vifcount  Bayham 
Vifcouht  Weymouth 

Beaumaris,  tfowx  of 
Sir  Hugh  Williams,  Bart. 

Bedfordshire. 
The  Earl  of  Upper  Oflbry 
Hon.  St.  Andrew  St.  John 

Bedford,  Tbv/utf. 

William  Colhoun,  Efq. 
Samuel  Whitbread,  jun.  Efq. 

Bedwiriy  Wilts. 

Lord  Down 

Beeral/lon,  Devonfihre* 

John  Mitford,  Efq. 

Sir  George  Beaumont,  bart. 

Berkjhire. 
George  Vanfittart,  Efq. 
Winchcomb  Henry  Hartley,  Efi|. 

Berwick,  Northumberland. 

Hon.  John  Vaughan 
Hon.  Charles  Carpenter 

Beverley,  York/hire. 
,  Sir  James  Pennyman,  Bart. 
John  Wharton,  Efq. 

BentiJley,  Worcefierjhirt* 

Hon.  Geo.  Pulke  Lyttleton 

Bifkofs  CafiU%  Shropjkire. 

William  Clive,  Efq. 
Henry  Strachey,  Efq. 
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Blechingly^  Snrry. 
Sir  Robert  Clayton,  Bart. 
Philip  Francis,  Efq. 

Bodmyn,  Cornwall* 

Sir  John  Morfhead,  Bart, 
Roger  Wilbraham,  Efq. 

Borougfibridgc,  Tori/fore. 
Sir  Richard  Sutton,  Bart. 
Maurice  Robinfon,  Efq. 

BoJfiny>  Cornwall. 

Hon.  James  Stuart 
Humphry  Minchin,  Efq. 

Bofiwy  Lincolnshire. 
Sir  Peter  Burrell,  Bart. 
Thomas  Fydell,  Efq. 

Brackley,  tiorlbamptonjkire. 
John  Wm.  Egerton,  Efq. 
Samuel  Haynes,  Efq. 

Br  amber,  Smfex. 
Sir  Henry  Gough  Calthorpe, 

Bart. 
Thomas  Coxhead,  Efq. 

Brecon,  County  of. 
Sir  Charles  Gould,  Knt. 

Brecon,  Town  of. 
Charles  Gould,  Efq. 

Bridgnorth,  SAroftAir*. 

,  Thomas  Whitmore,  Efq. 
Ifaac  Hawk.  Browne,  Efq.  LL  D. 
and  F.R.S. 

Bridgcwater,  Somerfetfhire. 

Hon.  Vere  Poulett 
John  Langfton,  Efq. 

Bridfort,  Dorfejhirc. 

Charles  Sturt,  Efq. 

James  Watfon,  Efq.  LL.D.  ai\d 

'  F.R.S. 

Briflol,  City  of. 

Marquis  of  Worcefter 
Lord  Sheffield 
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BucAinghemfiit? 

Rt.  hon.  Wm.  Wyqd,  Grenvillo 
Earl  Verney 

Buckingham,  town  of 

Rt.  hon.  James  Grenville 
George  Nugent,  Efif 

Callington,  Cornwall* 

John  Call,  Efq. 
Paul  Orchard,  Efq. 

Calnt,  fTilifiirf. 

Jofeph  Tekyll,  Efq. 
John  Morris,  Efq. 

Cambridgejaire* 
James  Warwood  Adeane9  Efijr 
Charles  Yorke,  Efq. 

Cambridge  Univerfity, 
Rt.  hon.  William  Pitt 
1  he  Earl  of  Eufton 

Cambridge,  Town  of. 

Francis  Dickins,  Efq. 
Hon.  Edward  Finch 

Camelfwd,  Cornwall. 
James  Macpherfon,  Efq. 
Sir  Samuel  Hannay,  Bart. 

Canterhpty,  City  of. 

George  Gipps,  Efq. 

Sir  John  Hoheywood,  Bart* 

Cardiff^  Town  of 
Hon.  John  Stuart 

Cardiganjkhe. 
TheEarlofLifburne 

Cardigan,  Town  of9 
John  Campbell,  Efq. 

Carlijie9    City  of 
James  Clarke  Satterthwaite,  Ef<Ji 
Edward  Knubley,  Efq. 

Carmarthenjhirc* 
Hon.  George  Talbot  Rice. 

1  Carnm 


A.  179a  DEB 

Carmarthen,  town  nf* 
John  George  Philipps,  Efij. 

Carnar+onjkire. 
Robert  Williams,  E%. 

Cduawvutt  ,  town  of* 
Lord  Paget 

CaJUeRlJhtg,  Norfolk. 

Charles  Boone,  Efq. 
Henry  Droinmond,  jun.  Efq. 

Cbefkirt. 
John  Crewe,  Efq. 
bur  R.  SaluAary  Cotton,  Bart* 

Chefter,  dtp  of. 

Thomas  Grofvenor,  Efq. 
Vifcount  Belgrade 

Chichefitr,  chywf, 
Thomas  Steele,  Efq. 
George  White  Thomas,  Efq. 

Chippenham,  HTtki. 
James  Dawkins,  Efq. 
George  Flndyer,  Efq* 

Chrifidmrch,  Uamfjkire. 
HansSloane,  Efq. 
George  Rofe,  Efq. 

Cirtncefier,  Gloucefierjhire* 

Lord  Apfley 
Richard  Mailer,  Efq. 

CUthiroe,  Laneq/hire* 
Sir  John  Aubrey,  Bt.  LL.D. 
Penn  Aiheton  Curzon,  Efq. 

J  Cockermoutk,  Cumberland. 

John  Anftruther,  Efq* 
John  Baynes  Gar  forth,  Efq, 

Colchefer,  Effcx. 
Robert  Thornton,  Efq. 
George  Jackfon,  Efq. 

CtrfCaftle,  DorfeOhlro. 
John  Bond,  jun.  Efq. 
Henry  Banket,  Efq, 
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Cornwall,  county  of. 
Sir  William  Lemon,  Bart. 
Francis  Gregor,  Efq. 

Coventry,  Warwick/are. , 
Lord  Eardley 
John  Wilmot,  Efq.  F.  R.  S. 

Crichlade,  WiltflUre. 

John  Walker  Heneage,  Efq. 
Thomas  Eftcourt,  Efq. 

Cumberland. 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  Bart. 
Humphry  Senhoufe,  Efq. 

Dartmouth,  Devon/kite. 
Edmund  Baftard,  Efq. 
Rt.  hon.  John  Charles  Vifliers 

Denbigk&irt* 
Ro*bert  Watkin  Wynne,  Eftj. 

Denbigh,  town  of. 
Richard  Middleton,  jun.  Efq. 

Derby/hire. 
Lord  G.  Cavendifli 
Edward  Miller  Mundy,  Efq. 

Derby,  town  of. 

Lord  Geo.  Auguft.  Henry  Caven- 

difh 
Edward  Coke,  Efq. 

Dovixes,  Wilt/hire. 

Rt.  hon.  Henry  Addington 
JofhuaSmith,  Efq. 

Devonjhire. 

John  Rolle,  Efq. 
ohn  Pollexfen  Ballard,  Efq. 

Dorfetjhire. 
Francis  John  Browne,  Efq. 
William  Morton  Pitt,  Efq. 

Dorchejler,  Dorfe{fkire. 
Hon.  George  Darner 
Francis  Fane,  Efq. 

C  Dover. 


io  PARLIAMENTARY 

Dover,  Kent, 
John  Treyanion,  Efq. 


Charles  Small  Pybus,  Efq. 

Dotvnton,  Wiltfhirc. 
Hon.  Bartholomew  Bouverie 
Sir  William  Scott,  Knt. 

Droytwich,  Worcefierjkire. 
Hon.  Andrew  Foley 
Edward  Winnington,  Efq. 

Dunwich,  Suffolk. 

Barne  Barne,  Efq. 
Jofliua  Vanneck,  Efq. 

Durham*  county  of. 
Rowland  Burdon,  Efq. 
Ralph  Milbanke,  Efq. 

Durham,  city  of. 

John  Tempeir,  Efq 

William  Henry  Lambtqn,  Efq, 

*  Eajl  Loot,  Cornwall* 

Hon.  William  Wefley  Polp 
Robert  Wood,  Efq. 

St.  Edmondputy,  Suffolk. 
Sir  Charles  Pavers,  Bart. 
Lord  Charles  Fitzroy 

EJfex,  county  of. 
Thomas  Berney  Bramfton,  Efq. 
John  Bullock,  Efq. 

Evejham,  Worcefierjkire. 
Sir  John  Ruftiout,  Bart.  * 
Thomas  Thompfon,  Efq. 

Exeter,  city  of.       v 
John  Baring,  Efq. 
James  Buller,  Efq. 

Eye,  Suffolk. 

Richard  Burton  Phillipfon,  Efq. 
Hon.  William  Cornwallis 

Flintjkire. 

Sir  Roger  Moftyn,  Bart. 

Flint,  town  of. 
Watkin  Williams,  Efq. 
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Fowey,  Cornwall. 
Lord  Shuldham 
Sir  Ralph  Payne,  K.  B. 

By  fmptbcr  Indenture* 
Vifcount  Vajletoit 
Philip  Raflileigh,  Efq, 

Cotton,  Surrey, 

John  Nefbitt,  Efq. 
William  Currie,  Efq. 

St.  Germains,  Cornwall. 

Marquis  of  Lome 
Hon.  Edward  James  Eliot 

Glamorganjh  ire . 
Thomas  Wyndhara,  Efq. 

GUntcefterJkire. 
Hon.  George  Cranfield  Berkeley 
Thomas  M after,  Efq. 

GUucefier,  city  of. 
John  Webb,  Efq. 
John  Pitt,  Efq, 

Gr (impound,  Cornwall. 
Thomas  Vv  aliace,  Efq. 
Jeremiah  Crutchley,  Efq. 

Grantham,  Lincoln/hire. 
Francis  Cockayne  Cuft,  Efq, 
George  Sutton,  Efq. 

Great  Grimfiy,  Lincolnjhire. 

John  Harrifon,  Efq. 
Dudley  North,  Efq. 

Eaft  Grinfiead,  Suffer. 

Nathaniel  Dance,  Efq. 
William  Niibet,  Efq. 

Guildford,  Surrey. 

Hon.  Thomas  Onflow 
George  Sumner,  Efq. 

Hamp/hirr. 
Sir  William  Heathcote,  Bart, 
William  Chute,  Efq. 

Har* 
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Haruihh,  Bffex. 

John  Robinfon,  Efq.  LL.D. 
tight  hon.  Thomas  Orde 

Hafiemere,  Surrey. 

Rt  hon.  Win*  Gerard  Hamilton 
James  Low  t her,  Efq. 

I  HaflingSj  Suffex. 

John  Stanley,  Efq. 
I    Rt.  hon.  fcir  R.  P.  Arden,  Knt. 

Btvtrford.lPeJI,  Pembrokcjhire. 
LordKenfington 

Helfion,  Cornwall* 
Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  Bart. 
Stephen  Lufhington,  Efq. 

I  fy  another  Indenture* 

James  Bland  Burges,  Efq. 
Charles  Abbot,  Efq. 

Hertf oral/hire. 

Right  hon.  Thomas  Harley 
Sir  George  Come  wall,  Bt. 

Hereford,  city  0/ 
John  Scudamore,  Efq* 
James  Walwyn,  Efq. 

Hertfordjkirt* 
W.  Pluraer,  Efq. 
William  Bake*,  Efq. 

Hertford,  town  of. 
John  Calvert,  Efq. 
Mthaniel  Dimfdale,  Efq* 

Hejdon,  Yorkjhlrc. 
Lionel  Darell,  Efq. 
kilby  Thornton,  Efq. 

J  Heytejbury,  Wilts. 

Wm,  Pierce  Afhe  A'Court,  Efq. 
Lord  Auckland 

Bighorn  Ferrers,  Northampton /kire. 
Vifcount  Doncannori 

Hindo*y  Wilts. 
WffldmBeckfofd,  Efq. 
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Honiton,  Devonjhhe. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  George  Yonge,  Bt. 
George  Templer,  Efq. 

Horjham,  Suffex* 

Timothy  Shelly,  Efq. 
WilfonBradyll,  Efq. 

Hunlingdonjhirem 

Earl  Ludlow 
Vifcount  Hinchinbroke 

Huntingdon,  town  of* 
John  Willett  Payne,  Efq. 
Hon.  John  George  Montagu* 

Hythe,  Kent. 
Sir  Cha.  Farnaby  Radcliffe,  Bt* ' 
William  Evelyn,  Efq. 

Ikheftet*,  Sotnerfet/hire. 

John  Harcourt,  Efq. 
Samuel  Long,  Efq; 

Ipfwicb,  Sujfolk. 
Charles  Alexander  Crickett,  Eiq. 
Sir  John  Hadley  D'Oyley,  Bt* 

St.  I<Oes,  Cornwall* 

William  Praed,  Efq. 
William  Mills,  Efq; 

Kent. 
Filmer  Honeywood,  Efij; 
Sir  Edward  Knatchbull,  Bart. 

King's  Lynn,  Norfolk. 
Hon.  Horatio  Walpole 
Sir  Martin  BrdWne  Folkes,  Bart. 
F.R.S* 
Kingfion  upon  Hull,  York/hire. 
Samuel  Thornton,  Efq. 
The  Earl  of  Burford 

Knarejborough,  Yorkjkire. 

Vifcount  Duncnnnon 
James  Hare,  Efq. 

Lancajkirt. 
Thomas  Stanley,  Efq* 
John  Blackburne,  Efq. 
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Laneajkr,  town  of. 

Sir  George  Warren,  K.  B. 
John  Dent,  Efq. 

Launcefion,  Cornwall. 
Hon.  John  Rodney 
Sir  Henry  Clinton,  K.  B. 

Leieefierjhire. 

William  Pochin,  Efq. 
Sir  Thomas  Cave,  Bart. 

Leicefiery  town  of. 

Thomas  Boothby  Parkyns,  Efq. 
Samuel  Smith,  Efq.    l< 

Leominfler^   Here  for  ((Aire. 
John  Hunter,  Efq. 
John  Sawyer,  Efq. 

Lejkear4%  Cornwall* 
Hon.  Edward  James  Eliot 
Hon.  John  Eliot 

Lefiwithiel>  Cornwall. 

Vifcount  Valletort 

Reginald  Pole  Carew,  Elq.  LL.D. 

Lewis,  Snffcx. 
Hon.  Henry  Pelham 
Thomas  Kemp,  Efq. 
Uncolnjhire. 

Charles  Anderfon  Pelham,  Efq 
Sir  John  Thorold,  Bart. 

Lincoln^  city  of* 
John  Fenton  Cawthorne,  Efq. 
Right  horn  Robert  Hobart 

Litchfield,  city  of 
Thomas  Gilbert,  Efq. 
"  Thomas  Anfon,  Efq. 

Liverpool,  Lancajhire. 
Bamber  Gafcoyne,  Efq. 
Banallre  Tarleton,  Efq. 

London. 
William  Curtis,  Efq. 
Brook  Watfon,  Efq. 
Sir  Watkin  Lewes,  Knt. 

l..u.«  c l_:,i rr_ 
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Lmdktoy  Skroftfike. 
Lord  Clive 
Richard  Payne  Knight,  Efq. 

LuzgeffksUh  MUAire. 
George  Aug.  Selwyn,  Efq. 
Hon.  William  Afceton  Harfeord 

LynuRigis^  Dorfitfiire. 
Hon.  Henry  Fane 
Hon.  Thomas  Fane 

Lymingt$nt  Hmnu 
Harry  Burrard,  Efq. 
Harry  Burraid,  Efq* 

Maidfionef  Kent. 
Clement  Taylor,  Efq. 
Matthew  Blox&ra,  Efq. 

MaUbn,  Effiex. 
Tofeph  Holden  Strutt,  Efq. 
Charles  CallisWeftern,  Efq. 

Malm/bury,  Wits. 
Paul  Bcnfield,  Efq. 
Benjamin  Bond  Hopkins,  Efq. 

Malt  on,  York/hire. 
1  Right  hon.  Edmund  Burke 
'  William  Weddell,  Efq. 

Marlborough^  Wilts. 

Thtf  Earl  of  Courtown 
Hon.  Thomas  Bruce 

^f or  low,  Bucks. 
Thomas  Williams,  Efq. 
\  William  Le6  Antonie,  Efq* 

St.  Maw*sf  Cornwall. 
Sir  William  Young,  Bart* 
John  Graves  Simcoe,  Efq. 

St.Michael9  Cornwall, 

David  Howell,  Efq. . 
Chriftopher  Hawkins,  Efq. 

Merioneth/hire. 

Evan  Lloyd  Vaughan,  Efq. 
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Midburjl,  Ssjfcx*  I 

Hod.  Percy  Charles  Wyndham 
Hon.  Charles  Win.  Wyndham 

MiddUfex. 

William  Mainwaring,  Efq. 
George  Byng>  Efq. 

Lord  Muncafter 

Wm.  Coles  Medlycott,  Efq. 

Miuehead,  Somerfri/hirc. 
1.  Fownes  Luttrell,  Efq.  LL.D 
Vifcoont  Parker 

Mowmouthfitre. 

John  Morgan.  Efq. 
ames  Rooke,  Efq. 

Moumousb^Uvm  tf. 
Marquis  of  Worcefter 

Mwtgomeryjbire. 
William  Owen,  Efq. 

Mmtgmety*  town  of. 
Whitfhed  Kecne,  Efq- 

Morpetk,  Northumberland. 
Sir  James  St.  Clair  Erlktne,  Bait 
Francis  Gregg,  Efq. 

Newark,  Nottingham/hire. 
lohn  Manners  Sntton,  Efq- 
William  Crofcies  Efq. 

NevxaJHe  under  Li*e,  Staff  or djhire. 
Sir  Archibald  Macdonald,  Knt. 
Hon.  John  Levefon  Gower 

NrucafiU  upoalyne,  Northumberland. 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridky,  Bt 
Charles  Brandling,  Efq. 

Newport,  CwtmdU. 

Vifcoont  Fielding 
Charles  Rainsford,  Efq. 

Newport  Bants. 

Vifcoont  Palmerfton 
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NewM,  Lanccjhlre. 
Thomas  Peter  Legh,  Efq. 
Thomas  Brooke,  Efq. 

Newton,  Hants. 
John  Barrington,  Efq. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  Rich.  Worfley,  Bart* 

Norfolk. 
Sir  John  Wodehoufe,  Bart. 
Thomas  Wm.  Coke,  Efq. 

Northallerton,  York/hire. 

Henry  Peirfe,  Efq. 
Edward  Lafcelles,  Efq. 

Nortbamptonjhiri* 

Thomas  Powys,  Efq* 
Francis  Dickins,  Efq. 

Northampton,  tvwnof. 
Lord  Compton 
Hon.  Edward  Bouverie 

Northumberland. 
Sir  Wm.  Mtddleton,'  Bart. 
Charles  Grey,  Efq. 

Norwich,  city  of. 
Right  hon.  William  Wyndham 
Hon.  Henry  Hobart 

Nottinghamshire. 
LJ.  Edw.  C.  Cavendifh  Bentinck 
Charles  Pierrepont,  Efq. 

Nottingham,  town  of. 

Robert  Smith,  Efq. 
Daniel  Parker  Coke,  Efq. 

Oakhampton,  Drvonjhire. 

John  St.  Leger,  Efq. 
Robert  Ladbroke,  Efqf. 

By  another  Indenture. 
John  William  Anderfort,  Efq. 
JohnTownfon,  Efq. 

Orford,  Suffolk. 
Vifcount  Beauchamp 
Hon.  Wm.  Seymour  Conway 

Oxiotjk 
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Oxfordjkire. 
Vifcount  Wen  man 
The  Marquis  of  Blandfor  J 

Oxford,  city  of. 
Francis  Burton,  Efq. 
Hon.  Peregrine  Bertie 

Oxford,  Univerfity  of. 

Sir  William  Dolben,  Bart.  LL.D. 
Francis  Page,  Efq.  LL.D. 

Pembroke/hire. 
Lord  Milford 

Pembroke ',  town  of. 
Hugh  Barlow,  Efq. 

Penryn,  Cornwall. 
Sir  Francis  Baflet,  Bart. 
Richard  Glover,  Efq.  LL.D. 

Peterborough,  city  of. 

Hon.  Lionel  Darner 
Richard  Ben  yon,   Efq. 

Petersfield,  Hants. 

William  Joliifie,  Efq. 
Hon*  G.  North 

Plymouth,  Devonjhire* 
Alan  Gardner,  Efq. 
Sir  Fred.  Lemon  Rogers,  Bart. 

Plymptony  Devon/hire.       f 

Philip  Metcalf,  Efq. 

PontefraH,  York/hire. 
John  Smyth,  Efq. 
William  Sotherton,  jun.  Efq. 

Poole,  Dorfe(/hire. 

Benjamin  Letter,  Efq. 
Hon.  Charles  Stuart 

P  or  tf mouth  t  Hants. 

Sir  Harry  Fetherftonhaugh,  Bt< 
Hon.  Thomas  Erfkine 

Prefion,  Lancajhire. 

Sir  Henry  Hoghton*  Bart* 
Right  hon.  John  Burgoyne 
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Quecxjborough)  Kent. 

Gibbs  Crawfurd,  Efq* 
Richard  Hopkins,  Efq. 

Radnor,  county  of* 
Thomas  Johnes,  Efq. 

New  Radnor. 
David  Murray,  Efq. 

Readings  Berkjhire. 
Francis  Annefley,  Efq. 
Richard  Aldworth  Neville,  E(q. 

Eafl  Retford,  Notts. 

Earl  of  Lincoln 

Sir  John  Ingilby,  Bart* 

Richmond^  York/hire. 

The  Earl  of  Inchiquin,  K.  P. 
Lawrence  Dundas,  Efq. 

Ripon,  Yorhjhire. 
William  Laurence,  Efq. 
Sir  George  Allanfon  Winn,  Bart* 

Roche fier,  Kent. 
George  Bert,  Efq. 
Sir  Rich.  Bickerton,  Bart. 

NewRomney,  Kent. 

Richard  Jofeph   Sufi  van,  Efq* 

F.  R.S.  and  A.  S. 
Sir  Elijah  tmpey,  Knt. 

RutJandJkire. 
Gerard  Noel  Edwards,  Efq* 
John  Heathcote,  Efq. 

Rye,  Suffex. 
Charles  Long,  Efq. 
Hon*  Rob.  Banks  Jen  kin  fori 

Rjegate,  Surrey. 
Hon.  John  Summers  Cock$ 
Jofeph  Sydney  Yorke,  Efq# 

Salop*  orShropfhire. 
Sir  Richard  Hill,  Bart. 
John  Kynn^jfton,  Efq. 

SaltaAi 
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Saltajh,  Cornwall. 
Edward  Bearcroft,  Efq. 
Vilcount  Garlies 

Sajschuichy  Kent. 
Philip  Stephens,  Efq»  F.R.  S. 
Sir  Horace  Mann,  Bart. 

NtrwSarum,  Wilts. 

William  Huffey,  Efq. 

Hon,  Wm.  Henry  Bouverie 

Old  Sammy  Wilts. 
George  Hardinge,  Efq* 
John  Sullivan,  Efq. 

Scarborough,  Torkjhire. 
The  Earl  of  Tyrconnel 
Hon.  Henry  Phipps 

Seaford,  Suffcx. 

John  Sargent,  jun.  Efq. 
Richard  Paul  Jodrell,  Efq. 

Shafitfbttry,  Dorfetfitire. 
Charles  Dunpombe,  jun.  Efq, 
William  Grant,  Efq. 

Shorcham,  Sujfcx* 
Sir  Harry  Goring,  Bart. 
John  Aldridge,   Efq. 

Shrrwjbury. 
William  Pulteney,  £fq. 
John  Hill,  Efq. 

Somerfrtfiire. 
Sir  John  Trevelyan,  Bart. 
Edward  Phelips  jun.  Efq. 

Southampton ,  town  of. 

James  Aniyatt,   Efq. 
Henry  Martin,  Efq. 

South -rark,  borough  of. 
Henry  Thornton,  Efq 
Paul  Le  Mefurier,  Efq. 

Staffer dJhirC) 
Earl  Gower 
Sir  Edward  Littleton,  Bart. 


Staff ord%  town  of. 
Hon.  Edward  Monckton 
Richard  Brinfley  Sheridan,  Efq. 

Stamford^  Lincolnjhire. 
Sir  George  Howard,  K.B.  LL.D, 
Earl  Carysfort 

Stryningi  Suffex. 
James  Martin  Lloyd,  Efq, 
Henry  Howard,  Efq. 

Stockbridge,  Hampjhire* 

John  Cator,  Efq, 
John  Scott,  Efq. 

Sudbury,  Suffolk. 

T.  Cham.  Crefpigny,  Efq,  LL.D. 
John  Cox  Hipptfley,  Efq.  LL.D. 

Suffolk. 

Sir  John  Rous,  Bart. 

Sir  T.  Charles  Bunbury,  Bart. 

Surrey. 
Lord  William  Ruffel 
Hon.  Wm.  Clement  Finch 

Suffex. 
Right  hon.  Thomas  Pelham 
Charles  Lenox,  Efq. 

Tamworth,  Staff  orajhire. 
John  Courtenay,  Efq. 
Robert  Peel,  Efq. 

Tavijlock,  Devonjhire. 
Right  hon.  Richard  Fitzpatrick 
Hon.  Charles  Wyndham 

'Taunton  t  Somerfe'Jhire, 
Alexander  Popham,   Kfq. 
Sir  Benjamin  Hanimet,  Knt. 

Tetukejbury,  Gloucefterjkire. 
Sir  William  Co'iri.gton,  Bart.  j 

James  Martin,  Lfq. 

rtetford,  Norf  Ik.  \ 

Robert  John  Buxton,  Efq. 
Jofeph  Randy  U  Burch,  Efq.  i 
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Tiirjke*  York/hire. 
Sir  Gregory  Page  Turner,  Bart, 
Robert  Vyner,  Efq. 

TUvcrto*,  Devon/hire* 
Sir  John  Duntze,  Bart. 
Righ^t  hon.  Dudley  Ryder 

Tolntfsj  Devon/hire* 

William  PowJett  Powlett,  Efq, 
Francis  Bu Her  Yarde,  Efq. 

fregcny,  Cornwall* 
John  Stephenfon,  Efq. 
Matthew  Montagu,  Efq* 

7ruro9  Cornwall* 
W.  Aug.  Spencer  Bofcawen.  Efq. 
James  Gordon,  jun.  Efq. 

Wallingfqrdy  Birk/hire. 
Sir  Francis  Sykes,  Bart. 
Nathaniel  Wm.  Wraxall,  Efq. 

IVareham,  DorfetJhire* 

Lord  Robert  Spencer 
Richard  Smith,  Efq* 

Warwick/hire, 
Sir  Robert  Lawley,  Bart* 
Sir  George  Aug.  Wm.  Shuck- 
burgh,  Bart.  F.  R.  S. 

Warwick  >  town  of* 
Lord  Arden 
Henry  Gage,  Efq. 

Wells,  city  of* 
Clement  Tudway,  Efq. 
Henry  Berkeley  Portman,  Efq. 

Wendover,  Bucks* 

John  Barker  Church,  Efq. 
Ion*  Hugh  Seymour  Conway 

Wenhck,  Shropjkirc. 

Sir  Kenry  Bridgeman,  Bt.  LL.D. 
Cecil  Forefter,  Efq. 

Weolly*  Herefrdjhire. 
Sir  John  Scott,  Knt. 
Vifcount  Weymouth 
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Wejbury%  Wtk/hire. 
Samuel  Eftwtck,  Efq.  LL.D. 
Ewan  Law,  Efq. 

Wefi  Loot,  Cornwall* 

Sir  Jchn  Wm.  De  la  Pole,  Bart- 
John  Pardoe,  Efq. 

Weftminfier*.  city  of. 

Right  hon.  Charles  James  Fox 
Lord  Hood 

WeflmoreUmd. 
Sir  Michael  Ie  Fleming,  Bart* 
James  Lowther,  Efq. 

Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis. 

Sir  James  Murray,  Bart. 
Richard  Bempte  Johnfon,  £%• 
Andrew  Stuart,  Efq. 
Thomas  Jones,  Efq. 

Whitchurch,  Hampjhire* 

Vifcount  Middleton 

Hon.  John  Thomas  Townfhend 

Wigan,  Lancashire* 
John  Cotes,  Efq. 
Orlando  Bridgeman,  Efq. 

Wilton,  Wilt/hire*. 

Lord  Herbert 
Vifcount  Fitfcwilliam 

Wiltjkire. 

Ambrofe  Goddard,  Efq. 

Sir  James  Tylney  Long,  Bart. 

Wmchelfe*,  Suffix* 
Vifcount  Bernard 
Richard  Barwell,  Efq. 

Wincheficr,  city  of, 

Henry  Pen  ton,  Efq. 
Richard  Gamon,  Efq. 

Windfor,  Berk/hire. 
Penyfton  Portlpck  Powney,  Efq, 
The  Earl  of  Mornington 
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Wodftock,  Oxford/hire. 
Sir  Henry  Watkin  Daihwood*  Bt. 
Lord  Henry  John  Spencer 

Woreefttrjkire. 

Hen.  Edward  Foley 
William  Lygon,  Efq. 

W*rcefler%  City  of* 
Edmund  Wigley,  Efq. 
Edmond  Lechmere,  jun.  Efq. 

WmUtik-BaJfen,  WiUjkirt. 

VHcount  Downe 

John  Thomas  Stanley,  Efq. 

Oiffing-Wjcombc,  Buckinghamjkirt. 
Earl  Wycombe 
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Sir  John  Jervis,  £.  B. 

Yarmouth,  Norfolk. 

Henry  Beaufoy,  Efq.  F.R.S. 
Rt.  bon.  Charles  Townlhend 

Yarmouth,  Uampjhirc. 

Edward  Ruffi worth,  Efq. 
T.  Clarke  Jervoife,  Efq. 

York/hire. 

Henry  Duncombe,  Elq. 
Wra.Wilberforce,  Efq. 

York,  city  of. 
Richard  Slater  Milnes,  Efq* 
Sir  Wm.  Mordaunt  Milner,  Bti 


SCOTLAND* 


Merdeen/kire* 
James  Fergufon,  Efq. 

Airjkirt. 

Sir  Adam  Ferguffon,  Bart* 

Argyll/hire. 
Rigbt  hon.  Lord  Fred.  Campbell 

Bamjf/Hirt. 
Sir  James  Grant,  Bart. 
Ber<wickjhirr* 
Patrick  Home,  Efq. 

Cnnty  ifCmtknefs* 
Sir  John  Sinclair,  LL.D.  Bjt. 

County  of  Ctfomartf. 
ftnc&nDavidfoti)  Efq. 
Dumh+tv&irt. 
Sir  Arch.  Edmonftone,  Bart. 

bumfrictfkhrt. 

SitRohert  Laurie,  Baroftct 

Y*f    YfrlMlt 


Edinburgh/hire. 
Robert  Dundas,  Efq.    , 

Elgin/hire, 
Lewis  Alex.  Q rant,  jun.  Efq 

Fififiirt. 
William  Wemys,  Efq. 
Forfatjhiru 
David  Scott,  Efq. 

Haddingtonjftirt* 
John  Hamilton,  Efq. 

I*<vtr*cJSjhirt. 
Norman  Macleod,  Efq*. 
tjncard'uufidrt* 
Robert  Barclay,  Efq. 
Kitiroftftort. 

George  Graham,  Efq* 

Kirkcudbright  Stcwtrtry. 
Alexander  Stewart,  Efq. 


ZtfrffrJ* 
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Lmnertfhire. 
Sir  James  Steuart,  Bt. 

LinUthgow/kirt. 

Hon*  John  Hope 

Orkney  and  Zetlan^fiire. 
John  Balfour,  Efq* 

Peeblejhirc* 
William  Montgomery,  Efq. 

Terthfhire. 
Hon.  James  Murray 

Renfrewjhire. 
John  §haw  Stuart,  Efq. 


W^liam  A^ain,  £(q. 

Roxburgh/kin. 
Sir  George  Douglas,  Bart* 

Selkirk/hire* 
Mark  Pringle,  Efq. 

Stirling/hire* 
SirThoipasDundas,  Bart. 

Ssthtrlandjkire* 
James  Grant,  Efq. 

Wigtownjhir*. 
Andrew  M'powaU>  Ef$p 


ROYAL      BOROUGHS* 


Edinburgh  city. 
Right  hon.  Henry  Dundas 

Tain,  Dingwall,  Dornoch,  Wick,    and 

Kirkwall. 

Sir  Charles  Rofe,  Bart*     / 

For tr oft,  Invern/fo,  Nairn,  and  Forres. 

Sir  He&or  Monro,  K.  B. 

Elgin,  Bamf,  Cullen,  Rintore,  and  In- 
*'         v*rr  curie.* 

Alexander  Broctie,  £(q. 

Aberdeen,  Aberbrothock,  Montr  of e,  Bre- 
chin, and  Inverkervie. 

Alexander  Callander,  Efq. 

Perth,   Dundas.  St.  Andrew,   Forfar, 
and  Cupar. 

George  Murray,  Efq* 

Anfirmther  EaJI  and  Weft,  Paten  we  en, 
CraiS,  andKJlrenny. 

Sir  John  Anftruther,  Bart. 

Dyfart%  Krrkaldp,  Brunt  ijland,  and 
Kjnghorn. 

Hon.  Charles  Hope 


Stirling  tnnerkthen,  Dumfarmlin&uecns- 
ferry,  and  Lulroft. 

Sir  Arch*  Campbell,  K.  B. 

Glafgow,  Dum&artonf  Renfrew,  and 
Ruthlergen. 

William  Macdowall,  Efq. 

Jedburgh,  Haddington,  Dunbar,  Norths 
Berwick,  and  Lauder. 

Hon.  Thomas  Maitland 

Peebles,  Lanark,  Linlithg&u±aud  Selkirk* 
William  Grieve,  Efq. 

Dumfries*  Sanquhar,  Kirkcudbright, 
Lockmuben,  and  Annan* 

Patrick  Miller,  jon.  E(q. 

Wigtown,  Whitehaven,  Few  Galloway, 
and  Stranraer. 

Nefbitt  Balfour,  Efq. 

Ayre%  Irvine,  Rothfay,  lwverary%  ema\. 
Cambleiowa. 

Hon*  Charles  Staatc* 


*+*~~j~ 
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Saturday  i^thy  and  Moniay  ^thy  November. 

The  whole  of  thefe  days  were  employed  in  admimfteririg 
the  ofoal  oaths  to  fuch  Metftbers  as  had  hot  before  qualified 
ttanfelves, 

Tuefday,  optb  November. 

A  conversation  toqk place  between  Mr,  Burke,  the  Speaker, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  rejajtjv*  to  the  prqfecur 
don  of  the  trial  of  Governor  HaAings ;  the  refult  of  which 
was,  a  coincident  opinion  that  this  important  hufmefs  might 
foffer  asenpeh  by  being  brought  too  precipitately  forward,  as 
by  unneceflary  delay ;  and  that  it  would  become  requisite  foj- 
the  Houfe,  upon  the  motion  of  fome  Member,,  to  fix  upon 
an  early  future  day  for  tne  confideration  of  the  fubjefl. 

The  Speaker  produced  a  copy  of  the  King's  fpeech,  and 
having  diftinftly  read  it  from  the  chair, 

Mr.  Atdinwar'ing  rofe,  and  obferved  that,  as  a  reprefenta-  Mr. 
thre  of  a  large  and  refpedtable  county,  moft  materially  inte-  Mainwar- 
iefted  in  the  trade  and  commerce  of  Great  Britain,  he  could  >Dg* 
Dot  avoid  congratulating  that  Houfe,  in  the  name  of  his  con* 
fihuents  arid  the  country  at  Urge,  on  the  continuance  of 
peace,  and  declaring  that  he  thought  the  manner  in  which 
the  late  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Spain  had  term  in?  ted, 
reflected  great  honour  on  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  towhofe 
wifdom  and  vigor  it  was  to  be  imputed.  Peace  was  fo  obvi- 
oufly  the  policy  of  this  country,  a  policy  di dated  by  the 
fooodeft  grudence,  that,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  but  the 
o>oft  cogent  and  irrefiftible  neceflity  ought  to  be  admitted  as 
a  jollification  of  our  going  to  war.  He  had,  therefore,  al- 
ways confidered  a  war  as  never  to  be  entered  into  for  the 
£ike  of  the  ambitious  defire  of  conqueft  of  territory,  or  the 
extent  of  dominion,  and  that  the  fleets  and  armies  cf  this 
country  were  not  kept  up  for  the  purpofe  of  war,  but  for  the 
protedion  of  our  trade  and  commerce,  and  for  the  prefer- 
ration  of  the  national  honour.  He  protefted  that  he  would 
sot  have  ftood  up  to  make  that  motion  with  which  hefliould 
have  the  honour  to  conclude,  and  which,  he  trufted,  would 
Bert  with  unanimous  fupport,  if  he  had  not  been  convinced. 
that  the  convention  wa*  fraught  with  many  of  the  moft 
happy  confequences  to  Great  Britain.  That,  he  believed, 
was  not  the  fit  day  for  going  into  the  detail  of  the  circtim* 
fiances  under  which  the  negociation  had  been  conduced, 
becaafe  it  would  not  prove  quite  parliamentary  to  allude  pre* 
maturely  to  thofe  matters*  authentic  ftatements  of  which 
were  not  yet  upon  the  table,  but  he  few  ample  reafon  to  give 
praife  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters  for  having  brought  the. 
ueary  to  fuch  a  ha]*f>y  termination  >    indeed,  in  order  to. 

D  a  evinct 
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evince  the  advantages  of  peace,  they  had  only  to  look  back 
for  a  feto  years;  and  compare  the  prefent  prosperous  ftate  of 
the  country,  the  extenfivenefs  of  our  commerce,  and  our 
ftili  increafmg  trade,  with  the  fituation  in  which  we  flood  at 
the  end  of  the  lad  ruinous  and  unpopular  war.  Compelled 
as  we  had  been  to  arm,  in  order  to  feek  reparation  for  the 
infult  offered  to  the  Britifii  flag,  and  to  obtain  fatisfa&ion 
for  the  violence  and  outrage  committed  at  Nootka,  we  had 
the  good  fortune  to  perceive  one  of  the  moft  powerful  fleets 
this  country  had  ever  equipped,  a&ually  at  fea  in  little 
more  than  five  months.  Such  adivity  and  difpatch  merited 
acknowledgement ;  and  as  His  Majefty  had  been  gracioufly 
pleafed  to  allure  them  that  his  object,  in  the  whole  of  the 
negociation,  had  been  to  obtain  reparation  for  the  violence 
committed  at  Nootka,  and  to  remove  the  ground  for  iimilar 
difputes  in  future,  as  well  as  to  fecure  to  his  fubjeds  the 
exercife  of  their  navigation,  commerce,  and  fiflieries  in  thofe 
parts  of  the  world,  he  trufted  that  no  gentleman  would  think 
of  imputing  blame  to  Minifters  for  the  expence  of  the  arma- 
ment, fince  not  only  the  importance  of  the  obje£t  required 
it,  but  the  having  font  out  fo  large  and  powerful  a  fleet  in  fo 
fhort  a  time,  would  tend  materially  to  fecure  to  us  the  con* 
tinuance  of  peace,  by  deterring  any  other  Power  from  infult- 
ing  us  :  a  circumftance  that  would  alfo  be  farther  conducive 
to  the  fame  ufeful  purpofe,  was  the  zealous  difpofttion  and 
conduit  manifefted  on  the  occafion  by  His  Majefty's  allies, 
Mr.  Mainwaring,  inconclufion,  moved, 

That  His  Majefty  s  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjefls,  the  Com- 
mons of  Great  Britain*  in  Parliament  affembled,  big  leave  to 
return  His  Majefty  their  humble  and  hearty  thanks,  for  bis  m^ft 
gracious  fpeecb  from  the  throne. 

That  they  cannot  omit  taking  the  firft  opportunity  to  offer  to 
His  Majefty  their  ftncere  condolence  on  the  lofs  which  his  Majejly 
basfuftained,  by  the  untimely  death  of  his  Royal  brother,  the  late 
Duke  of  Cumberland. 

That  it  affords  them  the  greateft  fatisfaclion  that  the  differences 
which  bad  arifen  between  His  Majefty  and  the  Court  of  Spain,  ] 
have  happily  been  brought  to  an  amicable  termination  ^  and  that 
they  are  grateful  for  His  Majeftfs  grtdnefs  in  having  ordered  co- 
pics  of  the  Declaration  exchanged  between  His  Majeftfs  Ambafja- 
dor  and  the  Afinifter  of  the  Cathdic  King,  and  of  the  Convention 
which  has  fince  been  concluded,  to  be  hid  before  them. 

That  nothing  cent  more  evince  His  Majeftfs  moderation,  wif 
dom,  andjuftice,  than  bis  having  been  pleajed to  direcl  his  atten-* 
tion,  in  the  whole  of  this  tranfuclion,  to  the  objefts  of obtaining  a 
Juitable  reparation  for  the  aft  of  violence  committed  at  Nootka, 
and  of  removing  the  grounds  offtmilar  difputes  in  future,  as  well 
at  offecuring  to  his  fubp&x  the  exercife  of  their  navigation ,  com- 
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mace,  and  fifberies,  in  tbofe  parts  of  the  world  which  were  the 
fubjccl  of  the  difcuffkn. 

Thai  it  gives  them  the  greatejl  plea  fur  e  to  be  informed,  that 
fit  diffofition  and  conduct  of  His  Majefifs  allies  concurred  with 
the  %eal  and  public  fpir it  fo  naturally  manifejled  by  all  .ranks  of 
bis  fabjeUsy  in  infuring  to  His  Majefiy  themojl  vigorous  andef- 
felhud  fupport :  and  that  they  are,  at  the  fame  time,  fully  fenjible 
that  mo  event  could  have  been  fo  fatisfaclory  as  the  attainment  of 
the  objeBs  which  His  Majefiy  had  in  view,  without  any  aclual 
inter  ruption  of  the  bleffngs  of  peace. 

^fbat  they  are  happy  to  learn,  that  a  foundation  has  been  laid  for 
a  pacification  between  Auflria  and  the  Porte,  and  that  His  Ma- 
jefiy has  employed  bis  mediation,  in  conjunction  with  his  allies,  for 
the  pocrpofe  ofnegociating  a  definitive  treaty  between  thofe  Powers, 
amd  of  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to  the  diffentions  in  the  Nether- 
lands ;  and  that  they  Jhall*  at  all  times,  rejoice  in  feeing  the  weight 
aad  influence  of  this  country  directed  to  the  wife  and  benevolent 
objecJ  of contributing  to  the  rcfioration  of  general  tranquillity. 

That  his  faithful  Commons  are  deeply  fenjible  of  His  Majefifs 
paternal  goodnefs  to  bis  people,  which  leads  His  Majefiy  to  regret 
any  occafion  of inereafing  the  public  burthen* :  that  they  are  fully 
aware  of  the  policy  and  prudence  of  vigorous  preparations,  under 
the  circumfiances  which  lately  exified;  and  that  they  cannot  but  re~ 
feci,  with  great  fatisfaclion,  on  the  fir  iking  proof which  has  been 
given  of  the  advantages  derived  from  the  liberal Jupplies  granted, 
face  the  lafi  peace,  for  the  naval fervice. 

That  His  Majefiy  may  be  affured  of  their  readinefs  to  make  due 
frovifion  for  defraying  the  expences  of  the  late  armament,  and  for 
fitppcrting  the  fever al  branches  of  the  public  fervice,  onfuch  afoot- 
fag  as  the  general fituation  of  affairs  may  appear  to  require ;  and 
§f  their  being,  at  the  fame  time,  peculiarly  defirous  of f hewing,  in 
thefironge/l  manner,  their  determination  invariably  toperfevcre  in 
xhatfyfiem  which  has  fo  effectually  confirmed  and  maintained  the 
public  credit  of  the  Nation. 

¥bat  they  have  obferved,  with  concern,  the  interruption  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  tranauillily  of  our  Indian  poffeffons  ;  but 
shot  it  affords  them  great  fatisfaclion  to  be  informed  that  His 
Afajefty  fees  fo  favourable  a  profpeJf  of  bringing  the  contefi  to  a 
fpeed*  and  juccefsful  conclufion.  , 

That  their  particular  attention  Jhall  «be  direcled  to  thefiate  of 
the  province  of  Quebec ;  and  that  thry  jhall  carefully  confder  of 
fuch  regulations  for  its  government  as  theprefent  circumfiances  and 
condition  of  the  province' may  render  expedient. 

That  tbeyjhould  not  faithfully  reprefent  the  fintiments  of  a  loyal 
and  grateful  people,  if 'they  wet e  not  to  feek  every  oppo)  tunity  of 
efford;ng  His  Majefiy  the  mofi  convincing  proofs  of  their  zealous 
ord  affeclionate  attachment ;  and  that  if  any  confidcration  could 
met  cafe  the  warmth  of  thofe  fentiments,  it  would  be  derived  from 

His 
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His  Majefifs  gracious  declaration  of  his  defirt  to  Cultivate  an 
entit  e  harmony  and  confidence  with  his   Parliament^  for  purpojes 
which  mujl  endear JiiU  mort  His  Jkfaje/l/s  name  to  the  ptefeni  agcj 
and  topq/ierity,  as  long  as  there  remains  a  duefenfe  of  the  irrviz- 
•  luable  bleffings  of  our  free  and  excellent  conjlitution^  and  of  the  na- 
merous  and  increajing  advantages  which  his  fubjecJs  enjoy  under 
His  Majeflys  mild  and  aufpicious  government. 
Mr.  R.  P.      Mr.  if.  P.  Ccrcw  (Member  fot  Leftwithielj  obferved,  that 
Carew.      he  would  not  delay  the  Houfe  from  the  pleafure  of  coming 
to  what,  he  trufted,   would  prove  an  unanimous  vote,  any 
,  longer  than  whilft  he  ftated  a  few  of  the  various  reafons  which 
induced  him  to  fupport  the  motion.     There  were  a  variety 
of  grounds  of  fatisfa&ion  and  applaufe  in  His  Majefty's  fpeech; 
but  there  was  one  fubjeel   mentioned  in  it,  which  might  be 
confidered  as  its  prominent  feature,  and  that  was,  theiubjeci 
which  had  deeply  occupied  the  public  mind  for  fome  months 
part — the  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Spain  to  obtain  re- 
paration for  the  violence  and  infult  to  the  Brittfh  flag,  by  the 
outrage  at  Nootka,  and  to  remove  the  grounds  of  fimilar 
difputes  in  future*     Towards  the  clofe  of  the  laft  feffion  of 
Parliament,  His  Majefty  had  informed  them  of  thofe  events, 
and  as  they  were  forced  to  obtain  redrefs  either  by  war  or 
reparation,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  pafled  a  vote  to  enable 
His  Majefty  to  prepare  an  anna  men  t,  in  cafe  reparation  could 
not  have  been  obtained  without  a  war;  and  they  came  then 
to  learn  that  full  fatisfa&ion  had  been  given,  and  ample  re-' 
paration  made,  without  any  actual   hoftility ;    as  much  as 
could  have  been  obtained  by  many  years  even  of  fuccefsful 
war.     They  had  the  additional  pleafure  to  fee,  not  a  triumph 
of  arms,  but  a  triumph  more  honourable,  a.  triumph  of  rea- 
fbn  over  ancient  prejudice  and  falfe  ambition ;  Spain   had 
confented  to  lay  a  fide  her  national  pride,  and  condefcend  to 
treat  upon  reafonable  terms,  till  at  length  a  convention  had 
been  figned,  by  which  they  faw  that  Spain  (taught,  perhaps, 
by  what  happened  in  regard  to  our  colonies,  how  to  take  cawf 
to  prefcrveher  own)  fat  down  agreeing  to  give  up  all  claim 
to  any  other  parts  of  the  weft  ward  coaft  of  North  America 
but  fuch  as  (he  had  a&ually  colonized  and  poflefled,  leaving* 
all  the  reft  open  to  the  free  trade  of  the  two  contracYing  par- 
ties; equally  they  faw  the  fouthern  whale  fifhery  open  to 
our  (hips,  and  all  the  grounds  of  future  difpute  removed.  Mr. 
Carew  obferved,  that  it  was  not  the  proper  province  of  that 
Houfe  to  go  much  into  the  detail  of  foreign  politics ;  he 
therefore  barely   mentioned  the  peace  between'  Auftria  and 
the  Porte,  arid  that  between  Ruffia  and  Sweden,  and  remind- 
ed the  Houfe  of  the  neceffity  of  our  taking  care  to  cultivate 
the  connection  between  Auftria  and   the  Netherlands,  left 
the  latter  fhoukt  full  into  the  hands  cf  another  Power,  moft 

likely 
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iktkj  to  prore  dangerpufly  inimical  to  Great  Britain.  He 
iderted  to  (he  barrier  treaty,  and  what  had  paflcd  relative  to 
the  Netherlands  00  former  occafions,  remarking,  that.it  was 
always  the  mteueft  and  duty  of  this  country  to  apply  its 
weight  and  influence  to  prevent  the  increafing  power  of  any 
ose  State,  which  might  be  prompted  by  overweening  ambi- 
tion to  difturb  the  general  tranquillity  of  Europe.  He  con 
doded  with  fecondirtg  the  motion. 

The  motion  having  been  read  from  the  Chair, 

Sir  y*bn  Jtrvisy  having  premifed  that  no  man  was  more  Sir  Joha 
milling  than  himfelf  to  teflify  his  peribnal  refped  and  afFec-  Jervi*. 
von  to  his  Sovereign,  added,  that  he  could  not,  however, 
By  whether  His  Majefty's  civil  fervants  deferved  praife  for 
their  condu&  relative  to  the  convention  and  the  negociation 
that  produced  it,  becaufe  no  man  in  that  Houfe  knew,  any 
note  than  he  did,  whether  their  condud  had  been  fuch  as  to 
deferve  praife  or  blame,  not  having  the  neceflary  information 
jet  before  them.  For  his  own  part,  he  rofe  particularly  to 
fpeak  of  the  incomparable  conduct  of  His  Majefty's  naval 
and  military  fervants ;  a  conduft  that  did  honour  to  them- 
felvea  and  to  their  country,  and  a  conduct  which,  he  believ- 
ed, had  never  been  equalled.  Having  had  the  bell  opportu* 
Sof  witneffing  it,  from  his  ftation  in  the  fleet,  he  Ihould 
htrnfidfuBWoithy  of  the  honour  of  a  feat  in  that  Houfe, 
wa worthy  of  his  rank  as  a  naval  officer,  and  unworthy  of 
die  good  opinion  of  the  Houfe  and  his  own  profeftion,  which 
he  eftimated above  dll,  if  he  negle&ed  that  opportunity  of 
doing  credit  to  the  unparalleled  exertions  of  every  individual 
in  the  fleet.  Previous  to  any  detail  of  their  deferts,  he  would, 
with  the  peraiiffion  of  the  Houfe,  read  the  approbation  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief.  Sir  John  then  read  the  following  mi- 
nme  of  thanks  from  Lord*  Howe  to  all  the  officers  and  teamen 
efthewefterofquadron,  previous  to  his  leaving  the  fleet : 

"  On  hcc^dtht.  Charlotte,  Nov.  11,  1790. 

u  The  Commander  in  Chief  defires,  previous  to  the  fe- 
"  parattpn  of  the  fleet,  to  make  his  public  acknowledgements 
u  to  the  Admirals,  Captains,  and  other  Officers,  for  the 
*  attention  they  have  given  to  promote  a  degree  of  order 
u  and  corre&nefs  in  the  conduit  'of  the  fervice,  which  he 
u  has  never  feen  furpafied. 

**  And  he  is,  at  the  fame  time,  to  give  teftimony  of  the 
u  highly  meritorious  behaviour  of  the  inferior  officers  and 
u  teamen,  which  does  no  lets  credit  to  their  national  cha- 
araaer. 

**  The,  officers  of  marines  and  the  officers  of  the-troops 
u  fervjng.  in  the  fleet,  have  an  equal  claim  to  the  Gomman- 
m  fcriu  Chief's  higheft  cpmaieixdajion." 
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Having  gone  through  it,  Sir  John  gave  the  Houfeamore 
particular  defcription  of  what  he  had  himfelf  beheld  ;  be  faid 
he  had  feen  mid/hipmen  and  mates  putting  on  their  trowfers, 
and  chearfully  exerting  themfelves  in  the  moft  induftrious 
manner  in  getting  ready  the  fhlps ;  he  had  feen  Captains  pac- 
ing with  the  money  taken  out  of  their  pockets,  men  to  affift 
in  rigging  the  /hips,  and  Admirals  doing  every  thing  that  was 
poffible  to  promote  the  general  a&ivity ;  and,  as  a  farther 
good  example,  he  had  known  the  Admirals  continue  on  board 
for  almoft  five  months  together,  without  ever  coming  on 
ihore,  but  in  cafes  of  the  mod  preffing  emergency ;  he  alfo 
had  feea  the  officers  conduct  the  fliips  of  the  fquadron  down 
the  channel  withfcarcely  men  enow  on  board  to  navigate 
the  veflels,  and  drilling  their  men  from  fun-rife  to  fun-fet, 
with  as  much  care  and  pains  as  were  taken  by  a  ferjeant  of 
sny  regiment  of  foldiers.  In  fa£t,  every  thing  that  men 
could  do  to  manifeft  their  zeal  for  the  fervice,  had  been  done 
in  the  moft  incomparable  manner,  both  by  the  officers  of  all 
descriptions,  and  the  feamen.  An  illuftrious  perfonage,  who 
had  the  command  of  a  /hip  of  the  line,  had  imitated  the  ex- 
ample with  fingular  attention  and  uniform  perfeverance.— 
.  Nor  was  the  praife  due  to  the  naval  fervice  alone ;  the  mill* 
tary  on  board  the  fleet  had  alfo  behaved  moft  excellently,  ex- 
erting themfelves  in  concert  with  the  /hips  crews,  and  af- 
fixing and  co-operating  cordially  in  doing  every  thing  that 
could  tend  to  get  the  /hips  ready.  This  unparalleled  zeal 
and  a&ive  exertion,  he  afcribed  to  two  caufes— the  conftant 
patronage  of  His  Majefty,  and  the  uniform  and  foftering 
kindnefs  of  that  Houfe.  Sir  John  faid,  that  fince  he  had 
come  to  town,  he  heard  that  His  Majefty  had  been  pleafed  to 
order  that  an  advance  of  pay  be  made  to  the  officers  and  fea- 
men. His  Majefty's  intended  gratuity  was  exadly  the  /acne 
that  had  been  given  to  the  officers  and  feamen  of  the  fleet 
three  years  ago ;  but  the  circumftances  of  the  two  armaments 
bad  been  extremely  different:  in  the  preparations  in  17  $7* 
the  officers  of  the  fleet  had  fcarcely  had  more  to  do  than  to 
go  from  their  own  houfes  oa board  their  refpeftive  ftiips,  and 
come  back  again;  whereas  in  the  recent  inftance  of  arming) 
almoft  every  one  of  the  Captains  of  the  weftern  fquadron 
would  be  fome  hundreds  of  pounds  out  of  pocket,  and  the 
other  officers  proportionably  lofers.  With  regard  to  the  Ad- 
mirals, they  could  not  accept  of  any  pecuniary  remuneration; 
but  he  had  heard,  that  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Board  had  hit  upon  a  method  of  reward  which  could 
not  but  prove  highly  grateful  to  the  officers,  and  fucli  as,  he 
was  fure,  would  render  the  noble  Lord  as  popular  in  the  navy 
as  any  one  of  his  moft  efteemed  predecefibrs,  and  that  was, 
by  a  particular  fpecies  of-  promotion.  ,  Nor  would  the  grati- 
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ficattoa  of  the  Admirals  be  the  only  good  efk&  that  this 
.  plan  would  produce  ;  party  prejudice  would  be  done  away, 
merit,  independent  of  political  or  parliamentary  connc&ionj 
would  meet  its  reward,  and.  the  fervkre  would  derive  a  very 
T  advantage;  becaufe,  as  the  officers  muft  be  deemed 
for  the  condn&  and  characters  of  thofy  they  re* 
J,  no  one  of  them  would  venture  to  give  in  the 
r  of  a  bad  man  for  promotion.  It  was  rumoured  about 
that  this  plan  of  intended  promotion  would  be  oppofed  by 
tfcofc  who  fat  on  the  fide  of  the  Houfe  00  which  he  flood, 
and  who  were  in  the  habit  of  oppofing  Government;  but 
When  he  confidered  the  kindnefs  and  partiality  with  which 
the  Houfe  had,  on  alt  occafions,  treated  the  navy,  he  was 
prrfoaded  there  was  too  much  liberality  in  the  gentlemen, 
whom  report  bad  ftated  to  be  unfriendly  to  the  plan  in  quef- 
taoo,  to  foflfer  them  to  objeft  to  what  could  not  fail  to  give 
die  higbeft  gratification  to  the  fervice,  and  prove  a  mod  po* 
pilar  cneafure. 

Mr.  Fox  riling  next,  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  Mr.  Fox, 
that  although  on  reading  die  addrefs,  or  rather  on  having 
beard  it  read,  there  did  not  feem  to  him  to  be  any  thing  in  it 
fat  would  indnce  htm  to  do  fo  ungracious  a  thing  as  to  op* 
pofe  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefiy  on  the  firft  day  of  the  fef- 
fion,  and  break  through  that  unanimity  which  the  mover 
Ind  feconder  had  faid  were  To  defirable  on  the  prefent  occa« 
fion  ;  yet  there  were  different  ways  of  ftating  the  grounds 
on  which  any  honourable  gentleman  might  be  ready  to  fup- 
port  the  motion.  The  honourable  Member  who  had  pro* 
poled  the  addrefs,  began  with  faying  that  he  would  not  have 

id  op  to  move  it,  had  he  not  been  convinced  of  the  great 
important  advantages  that  would  in  all  probability  refult 

n  the  late  convention.  Mr.  Fox  defired  to  difclaim  any 
lech  motive,  declaring  that  he  fhould  vote  for  the  addrefs 
from  no  foch  con  vi  St  ion  whatever;  nay  farther,  if  he  were 
convinced  the  convention  were  in  the  higheft  degree  blame- 
Afe,  and  (b  faulty  and  difgraceful  in  all  its  parts,  that  it 
would  be  ihaimful  to  lend   it  any  fort  of  countenance,  he 

old  not  TFOte  againft  the  addrefs  on  that  account,  becaufe 

taddiels  had  carefuHy  avoided  any  mention  of  it,  and  the 
information,  by  which  alone  the  judgement  of  the 
and  the  judgement  of  individual  Members,  could  be 
guided  and  governed,  was  not  before  them,  and  it  was  im- 
pKhiyfot  tjmn  to  try  it  by  its  true  criterion,  its  own  re* 
btfre  merit.  In  another  part  of  his  fpeech,  the  honourable 
gentleman  had,  with  great  propriety,* faid,  that  he  did  not 
confider  the  convention  as  a  fit  matter  to  go  into  that  day, 
»  Aepapers  promifed  were  not  before  the  Houfe*  The  ho- 
anrable  gentleman  who  feconded  the  addrefs,  went  much 

?o*,  J&VllU  £  father 
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fritter  into  the  topic,  And  in  a  greater  degree  refted  his  ar- 

£mcnt  on  the  idea,  that  by  the  convention  the  caufies  of 
ftilar  difputes  in  future  were  effe6iually  removed.  But,  for 
]ik  part»  he  rouft  acknowledge,  that  before  he  could  bring 
his  mind  to  tfyat  length,  he  muft  have  better  grounds  for  de- 
cifion  ;  he  meSrjt,  he  could  only  form  an  opinion  oh  the  do- 
finite,  intelligible,  and  clear  ftate  of  the  fituation  in  which 
we  (hall  ftand  with  Spain  hereafter.  To  know  that,  he  mnfi 
have  the  convention -read  to  him,  and  many  necefiary  ex- 
planations given*  The  honourable  gentlemen  fat  out  with 
laying  down  an  opinion  that  he  hoped  every  liberal  man 
would  adopt,  and  which  no  man  entertained  more  heartily 
or  warmly  than  he  did,  poc  indeed  than  every  enlightened 
nation  did,  the  opinion  that  war  ought  not  to  be  undertaken, 
whenever  it  could  be  avoided  with  honour,  or  merely  to  10- 
creafe  dominion.  Mr.  Fox  declared,  that  peace  was  un- 
doubtedly preferable  to  war,  under  almoft  any  ctrcuraftan- 
ces,  and  moft  especially  defirable  for  this  country  at  prefent; 
nay  more,  had  not  this  country  been  an  ifland,  hut  a  f>art 
of  a  continent,  he  fhould  be  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
highly  impolitic  and  unwarrantable  to  make  war,  with  a 
view  to  increafe  dominion,  and  add  to  the  extent  of  territory. 
In  another  paf't  of  his  fpeech,  in  which  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  taken  notice  of  the  different  tranfa£tiohs  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Europe,  the  honourable  gentleman,  Mr.  Fox 
remarked,  bad  irated  the  rondition  of  the  Netherlands,  and 
had  faid,  that  it  was  policy  for  this  country  to  promote  the 
return  of  the  Netherlands  to  the  dominions  of  Auftria,  to 
prevent  the  Netherlands  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  a 
neighbouring  power,  more  probable  to  be  dangeroufly  inimi- 
cal to  Great  Britain,  France,  he  had  no  doubt,  was  the 
power  alluded  td.  If  fo,  how  came  it  that  France  was  all  of 
a  fudden  a  greater  objeft  of  terror  than  formerly  r  He  had 
looked  into  the  fpeech  from  the  Throne  on  the  Opening  of 
the  lad  feflion,  and  he  could  find  no  mention  of  the  Nether* 
lands  at  that  time.  The  introduction  of  the  alluvion  to  the 
Netherlands  had  made  much  noife  out  of  doors,  and  it  had 
been  conceived  that  forne  new  treaties  of  a  fpecial  nature  had 
been  entered  into  recently  :  all  he  could  fay  was,  that  were 
the  fa&  fo,  that  Houfe  was  ignorant  of  them  ;  for  not  a 
word  upon  the  fubjeQ  of  any  fuch  treaties  rcfpe&ing  the  Ne- 
therlands, had  been  laid  before  the  Houfe.  That  paflage  of 
His  Majefty'a  fpeech,  however,  had,  in  his  opinion,  been 
much  mifinterpreted,w  and  by  the  word  "  treaties,"  nothing 
but  the  treaty  of  Utrecht,  and  indeed  almoft  all  antecedent 
and  fobfrquent  treaties  by  which  this  country  became  the 
guarantee  to  Auftria  for  the  Netherlands,  were,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  treaties  alluded  to.    But  when  Great  Britain  fo 

became 
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became  the  guarantee,  it  m«ft  be  admitted  that  (lie  becam* 
the  guarantee  to  the  Netherlands  that  they  fhould  be  go* 
verned  under,  and  enjoy  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of* 
their  ancient  confutation.  Certainly,  if  the  obligation  to 
interfere  with  the  Netherlands  fubfifted  now,  it  had  fubfifted 
b  equal  force  laft  year.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  did  not  then  wifh 
to  difcufs  the  ftate  of  France ;  but  whatever  might  be  the 
deference  of  opinions  on  that  head,  all  muft  agree  that  we 
had  no  danger  to  dread  from  France  at  prefent  more  than 
formerly,  but  rather  much  lefs,  on  a  great  variety  of  ac- 
counts ;  .poffibly,  the  language  of  this  part  of  the  fpeech 
might  be  nothing  more,  than  its  having  been  the  defire  of 
Bis  Majefty,  from  the  natural  goodneis  of  his  heart,  to 
lender  his  mediation  fuccef>ful  in  reftoring  general  tranquil* 
fity,  and  therefore  he  had  chofen  to  exprefs,  with  emphafis* 
his  vifhes  for  univerfal  peace.  The  honourable  gentleman, 
imong  his  remarks  on  the  different  affairs  of  Europe,  had 
taken  occafion  to  complirpent  Minifters  on  the  peace  >con* 
eluded  between  Sweden  and  Ruflia.  Before  it  was  after* 
tiiijed  whether  Minifters  were  in  any  degree  entitled  to  com* 
pEment  on  that  fubje£t,  we  fhould  endeavour  to  trace  how 
the  &£k  actually  flood ;  certainly,  we  might  fo  far  be  faid  to 
have  negotiated  with  regard  to  that  peace,  as  to  have  taker! 
feme  part  in  endeavouring  to  effe&  the  peace  between  the 
Porte  and  Anftrta,  and  the  peace  between  Ruflia  and  Swe- 
den bad  fnddenly  taken  place  afterwards!  but  if  the  manner? 
•f  that  peace's  oeing  conduced  and  fettled  was  confidered* 
perhaps  it  would  not  be  thought  a  very  good  ground  of  com- 
ffanent  to  Minifters.  By  referring  to  the  fpeech,  it  would 
not  he  found,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had  implied,  that 
the  feparale  peace  between  Ruffia  and  Sweden  was  ftated  td 
fave  been  produced  dire&ly  by  His  Majefty's  mediation,  of 
by  the  wifilom  of  his  Minifters,  who,  if  it  had  depended  on 
them,  wonld,  in  all  probability,  have  a&ed  very  differently 
than  making  peace  between  Sweden  and  Ruflia;  if,  however, 
thefeparate  peace  that  had  taken  place  between  thofe  Powers,  , 
koU  eventually  tend  to  the  acceleration  of  the  general 
pace  of  Europe,  he  fhould  corrfider  it  as  a  fortunate  cir- 
comfUnceJ  if,  on  the  contrary,  it  fhould,  like  moil  fepa* 
rate  treaties  of  peace,  operate  to  the  protradion  of  the  war,  1 
k  ftould  then  confider  it  as  an  unfortunate  event.  With 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  Europe  in  general,  a  new  order  of 
Amp  lad  lately  ptefented  itfelf,  and  the  intereft  of  diffe- 
rent Powers  haa  taken  fo  different  a  turn,  as  well  as  the 
•ogbt  and  influence  of  this  country,  relatively  confidered, 
that  it  was  the  undoubted  duty  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
*>  avail  themfelves  of  the  circumftance ;  fince,  if  ever  there 
*u  a  period  when  this  country  might  pick  and  chufe  her 
£  %  allies, 
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1  allies,  this  was  that  period.    ~tihey  had  nothing  to  do  but 

to  afcertain  what  number  of  foreign  allies  were  absolutely 
rieceflary  for  this  country  to  have,  and  having,  upon  mature 
confideration,  made  up  their  minds  upon  that  point,  they- 
would  then  only  have  to  confider  on  what  conditions  it 
would  be  the  beft  policy  for  this  country  to. enter  into  trea- 
ties, and  having  determined  the  fecond  point,  they  ought  to 
proceed  immediately  to  form  fuch  alliances  as  to  their  judge- 
ment fhould  appear  advifeabfe. 

In  that  part  of  the  fpeech  which  related  to  India,  Mr« 
Fox  obferved,  it  was  faid,  u  that  the  confidence  in  the  Bri- 
u  tifli  name,  which  the  fyftem  prefcribed  by  Parliament  had 
"  eftablifhed  among  the  native  Princes,  afford  the  moft  fa- 
u  vourable  profpeft,  &c*  If  by  this  was  meant  the  gene~ 
ral  policy  laid  down  and  inculcated  by  the  various  a£ts  of 
Parliament  refpe&ing  India,  patted  within  thefe  few  years, 
which  he  had  always  confidered  as  their  beft  part,  and  which 
he  had  highly  approved,  viz.  that  we  were  00  no  account  to 
carry  on  a  war  againft  any  of  the  native  Princes  with  a  view 
to  conqueft,  or  the  extension  of  territory,  it  was  exceedingly 
proper.  He  had  approved,  and  applauded  that  policy,  fince 
it  made  the  fundamental  part  of  his  own  bill,  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  introduce,  and  which  that  Houfe  had  pafled  in 
a  former  Parliament.  All  he  would  fay  was,  that  moft  un- 
doubtedly we  muft  defend  our  allies  when  attacked.  It  was 
not  only  a  principle  of  policy,  but  a  principle  of  jaftice,  and 
what  no  man  of  common  fenfe  would  think  of  arguing 
-againft ;  but  to  extend  the  principle  fo  far  as  to  make  a  rup- 
ture between  two  native  Princes  a  pretence  for  our  carrying 
<on  a  war  in  India,  with  a  view  to  extirpate  and  deftroy  any 
particular  Prince  or  nation  for  the  fakepf  the  acquifition  of 
his  dominions  for  the  Eaft  India  Company,  would  be  to  fet 
up  the  letter  of  the  a£ts  of  Parliament  againft  their  fpirit 
and  their  principled  Merely  to  fend  out  general  inftru&ions 
to  our  governors  in'  India  to  avoid  offenfive  war,  was  not  a 
fufficient  enforcement  of  the  principle  of  the  a&s  of  Parlia- 
ment relative  to  the  government  there  eftablifhed ;  much  de- 
pended on  the  wife  and  prudent  choice  of  governors,  and  a 
variety  of  other  circum fiances  neceflarily  connected  with 
that  important  particular.  Mr.  Fox  at  length  brought  his 
fpeech  to  a  conclufion,  by  expreffing  a  wUh  that  his  having 
ftated  his  opinions  freely  might  not  interrupt  the  harmony  of 
the  day,  or  prevent  an  unanimous  vote*  Me  declared  for. 
one,  though  he  difdained  avowing  any  approbation  of  the 
convention  at  that  time,  he  heartily  agreed  tq  the  addrefs* 
How  far  the  means  were  wife,  or  the  terms  of  the  conven* 
tion  calculated  to  anfwer  the  intended  purpofe,  would  lie 
open  to  future  difcuffion;  pofliblyf  a  future  day  would  be, 

—  named 


A.I79&  DEBATER-  t9 

used  for  taking  it  into  confideration,  or  poffibly,  it  might 
be  laid  on  the  table,  and  there  fullered  to  remain  without 
farther  notice,  as  there  might  be  thofe  who  would  be  better 
pleafed  with  hearing  terms  of  general  praife  on  Minifters  on 
thefaft  day  of  the  feffion,  when  neither  the  fubje&  nor  the 
neansof  underftanding  it  were  before  the  Houfe,  than  to  go 
intoadifcuffion  of  its  merit  when  the  Houfe  fhould  be  ena- 
Ued  totry  it  by  the  proper  teft. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  it  did  not  appear  to  Mr.  Pitt* 
him  oeceflary  that  he  (hould  engage  more  of  the  time  of  the 
Houfe  than  merely  to  take  a  fliort  notice  of  two  or  three 
oWerntions  made  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  With 
regard  to  the  addreis,  he  underftood  and  approved  it  exaQly 
for  the  lame  reafons  which  had  been  affigned  by  the  right 
taxmrable  gentleman  as  the  ground  of  his  being  willing  to 
vote  for  it.  The  addrefs  appeared  to  him  to  be  properly 
famed  in  binding  no  man  to  approve  of  the  convention  pre- 
maturely,  or  before  the  Houfe  was  enabled  fully  and  delibe- 
rately to  judge  of  its  merits.  The  obje<9s  which  His  Ma- 
jefty  had  been  gracioufly  pleafed  to  declare  he  had  propofed 
to  himfelf  during  the  whole  of  that  tranfadion  which  the 
convention  terminated,  were  certainly  fuch  as  it  was  the 
dear  and  undeniable  intereft  of  this  country  to  obtain,  and 
*hich  that  Houfe  could  have  no  objection  to  exprefs  their 
pttefa]  acknowledgements  for  His  Majefty  for  having  en-  ' 
ferogred,  he  hoped  it  would  hereafter  be  round  with  fuc- 
«b>  to  eife<SL  Whether  the  objeds  in  queftion  were  gained 
by  the  convention,  it  would  be  the  fit  purpofe  of  future  dif- 
cuffion  to  decide;  the  Houfe  might  reft  afiured,  however, 
that  thofe  who  had  a  hand  in  negotiating  it,  did  not  wifti  to 
depend  on  general  praife  unfounded  at  the  moment,  and  not 
warranted  by  a  judgement  formed  on  a  ftriS  examination  of 
itt  merits.  A  future  day  would  certainly  be  named  for  the 
dfciiffioii,  fubfequent  to  the  time  of  laying  upon  the  table 
tWe  papers  which  were  referred  to  by  His  Majefty  in  his 
fcecb,  and  on  that  day  he  hoped  he  fhould  have  the  pleafure 
«f  hearing  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fentiments  on 
AefuHjecL  He  agreed  perfectly  in  the  declaration  of  an 
koanrable  gentleman  behind  him,  that  it  was  neither  necef- 
&7  m*  proper  to  enter  into  a  minute  detail  of  foreign  po- 
Eta  in  that  Houfe;  it  was  among  the  excellencies  of  our 
^PT  conftitution,  that  the  detail  of  foreign  politics  was, 
«*  various  wife  and  prudential  reafons,  generally  trufted  to 
As  confideration  of  the  executive  Government,  whofe  judge- 
ment "wading  as  the  changes  of  fituation  in  the  views  and 
Btterefts  of  the  different  courts  of  Europe  rendered  it  the 
WlpoUcy,.was  to  be  tried  by  the  fyftems  they  purfued  with 
^jecl  to  alliances  and  every  matter  conne&ed  with  treaties 

wittji 
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With  foreign  powers.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
faid,  the  order  of  things  had  eflentially  fhifted  and  changed 
throughout  Europe,  and  that  this  was  the  moft  convenient 
period  for  Great  Britain  to  pick  and  chufe  her  allies.  That 
a  new  order  of  things  had  taken  place,  and  that  different 
Courts  noW  felt  different  interefts  from  thofe  which  they  for- 
merly purfued,  could  not  be  denied :  but  did  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  imagine  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
had  been  fo  negle&ful  of  their  duty,  and  fo  idle  as  to  wait 
till  this  moment,  before  they  even  commenced  a  fyftem  of 
foreign  alliance  ?  Was  it  forgotten  that  this  country  had 
long  fince  adopted  a  fyftem  of  alliance  with  different  foreign 
powers,  and  that  the  wifdom  of  that  fyftem  had  been  proved 
by  the  beft  /of  all  poflible  teftimonies,  by  the  experience  of 
the  many  folid  and  moft  eflential  advantages  which  Great 
Britain  had,  at  various  times,  derived  in  confequence  of  its 
exifting  treaties  ?  Sure  he  was,  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man did  not  mean  to  be  underftood  as  the  advifer  of  meafures 
fo  deftrudHve  to  public  faith,  and  fo  derogatory  to  the  na- 
tional charadter,  as  the  violation  of  any  one  treaty  at  this 
moment  in  force.  The  fyftem  of  alliance  that  had  proved 
fo  beneficial  to  the  country,  was  the  fyftem  that  Great  Bri- 
tain was  bound  religioufly  to  adhere  to  by  every  principle  of 
national  honour  and  national  juftice ;  every  meafure  corref- 
pondent  with  that  fyftem  which  occafion  and  opportunity 
might  fuggeft,  and  which  fhould  appear  to  be  capable  of  be* 
ing  practicably  improved,  would  undoubtedly  be  feized 
upon.  As  to  what  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid 
relative  to  fndia,  it  was  not  neceffary  to  enter  into  any  rni- 
nute  difcuffion  of  that  matter  at  prefent.  '  He  agreed  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  as  to  his  conftrudion  of  the 
fpirit  and  principle  of  the  late  ads  of  Parliament  refpedihg 
India,  but  with  fome  decree  of  qualification ;  becaufe,  al- 
though he  concurred  in  the  opinion,  that  it  could  never  be 
juft  or  prudent  to  make  war  in  India,  folely  with  a  view  to 
extent  of  dominion  and  the  acquifition  of  additional  terri- 
tory, he  would  not  be  underftood  to  wiih  to  extend  the 
principle  fo  far  as  to  admit,  that  if  through  ambition  or 
violence,  any  ravage  or  infu It  fhould  be  committed  by  any 
native  Prince,  who  was  a  reftlefs  tyrant,  on  an  ally  of  Great 
Britain,  and  we  were  foreed  by  virtue  of  a  fubfifting  treaty 
to  enter  into  hoftilities  in  fupport  of  our  ally,  and  the  war 
fhould  terminate  fortunately  for  us,  we  were  not  to  take  the 
6bviou9  advantage  of  that  event,  and  make  our  ally  an  ade- 
quate compenfatioh  for  the  infult  and  injury  he  might  have 
received,  or  indemnify  ourfelves  and  repay  our  own  ex* 
peaces  in  which  we  might  wantonly  have  been  involved. 
Having  ftated  this,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid, 

•     that 
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that  as  be  obfemd  there  was  a  very  full  Houfe,  be  wifhed 
to  call  their  attention  for  a  moment  or  two  to  a  matter  of 
jratandferious  importance;  to  the  preparation  for  the  late 
armament.  No  man  could  be  a  ftranger  to  the  circumstance 
tbtt  the  extent  of  fuch  a  preparation  mull  have  been  at- 
tended with  a  very  heavy  expence,  and  he  was  confident 
that  there  was  no  man  prefent,  who  would  not  feel  that  the 
left  way  to  fupport  the  public  credit,  after  having  incurred 
great  expences,  was  as  foon  as  poflible  to  proceed  to  confider 
how  they  could  defray  them,  in  a  manner  the  moil  confift- 
cot  with  the  national  character,  and  the  convenience  of  the 
public;  he  had  no  doubt,  therefore,  but  that  the  Houfe 
would  mark  in  the  ftrongcft  way  poffible,  their  attention  to 
that  part  of  His  Majefty's  fpeech,  in  which  His  Majefty 
dwells  upon  "  the  ftriking  proof  afforded  of  the  advantages 

*  derived  from  the  liberal  iupplies  granted  fince  the  laft 

*  peace  for  the  naval  fervice,  and  recommends  it  to  them 
B  to  Shew  their  determination  to  perfevere  invariably  in  that 
u  Mem  which  had  fo  effectually  confirmed  and  maintained 
u  the  poblic  credit  of  the  nation/*  Mr.  Pitt  declared  he 
ftould  take  the  earl  left  opportunity  of  laying  before  the 
Houfe,  accounts  of  the  expences  of  the  late  armament,  and 
Awld  be  enabled  on  Monday  fennight  to  bring  under  their 
onfideraticn,  not  merely  the  fupply  neceffary  for  the  dif- 
durteof  that  expence,  but  the  ways  and  means  to  provide 
bribe  fame,  thinking  it  moft  advifeable  that  both  fhould  be 
confidered  as  matters  feparate  from  the  fupplies  and  ways 
and  means  neceffary  to  defray  the  charges  of  the  current  fer- 
ries of  the  yeir,  and  therefore  proper  to  be  voted  befbre 
the  holidays.  In  confeqoence  of  his  having  been  able  to 
fiatc  this  in  the  hearing  of  fo  full  a  Houfe,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  neceffity  for  having  recourfe  to  the  ufual  me- 
thod of  enforcing  a  large  attendance  on  Monday  fehnight, 
viz*  the  moving  for  a  call  of  the  Houfe ;  but  if  any  other 
packman  was  of  a  different  opinion,  and  conceived  that 
asy  member  could  be  fo  negligent  of  his  duty  as  not  to  at- 
tend when  he  was  apprized  th*t  an  object  of  fuch  importance 
•as  to  be  fubmitted  to  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe,  there 
*oold  be  time  enough  for  the  ufual  notice  for  a  call,  (about 
a  fortnight)  arid  if  any  gentleman  really  thought  a  call  ne- 
ce&ry,  he  had  not  the  imalleft  objection. 

Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  although,  the  right  honourable  Mr.  Fox, 
gentleman  bad  candidly  faid,  he  did  noi  believe  that  he  meant 
toadvifea  violation  of  any  iubfifting  treaty  with  our  allies, 
he  felt  it  neceffary  to  declare,  that  nothing  could  be  farther 
fawihis  thoughts  than  to  have  it  underftood,  that  he  wiffced 
hr. a  breach  of  faith  with  our  allies;  fuch  a  conduft  would 
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be  an  ±Gt  of  the  groffeft  injuftice,  at  once  highly  dishonour- 
able, and  every  way  infamous. 

The  motion  for  an  addrefs  was  then  put  and  carried  nemiw 
cmtradicentc. 
l£r»  Fox*  Mr.  Fox  again  rifing,  obferved,  that  a  general  opinion  had 
prevailed  throughout  the  kingdom,  that  nothing  more  than 
the  eftimates  for  the  land  and  malt  tax,  and  the  different 
fervices  of  the  current  year,  would  be  propofed  to  be  voted 
before Chrift mas;  as  therefore  the  notice  the  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  had  given  of  his  intention  to  vote  the  ct- 
pences  of  the  late  armament,  and  confequently  as  a  material 
addition  would  neceflarily  be  thereby  made  to  the  burthens 
of  the  people,  which  was  a  matter  not  expeded  to  take  place 
fo  foon,  he  thought  a  call  of  the  Houfe  abfoluteiy  neceflary, 
and  as  he  conceived  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  no 
with  to  bring  forward  a  bufinefs  of  fuch  magnitude  and  im- 
portance without,  the  fulleft  attendance  that  could  be  ob- 
tained, he  wifhed  the  motion  might  be  made. 
Mr.  Pitt*  Mr*  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  it  certainly  was  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Houfe  that  he  had  expreffiy  dated  in  his 
former  fpeech,  that  if  any  gentleman  thought  a  call  of  the 
Houfe  neceflary,  there  would  be  time  enough  for  the  ufuaJ 
notice>  and  that  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  obje&ion  to  a  call. 
He  was  aware  that  a  motion  for  a  call  of  the  Houie  was  al- 
ways attended  with  fome  degree  of  unpopularity,  but  what* 
ever  that  unpopularity  might  amount  to,  he  would  not  ihrink 
from  it  in  a  cafe  where  his  duty  fuggefted  it  to  him  that  a 
call  was  neceflary.  In  the  prefent  cafe  he  really  thought,  al* 
though  the  importance  of  the  obje&  of  confideration  could 
not  be  ftated  higher  than  he  was  willing  to  agree  that  it  de- 
served, yet  he  conceived,  from  the  uncommonly  full  attend- 
ance that  day,  that  what  he  had  faid'  would  have  operated 
with  the  fame  effedt  as  a  call;  but  difagreeable  as  it  was  at 
all  tiroes  to  him  to  feem  to  add  unneceuarily  to  public  bufi- 
nefs a  matter  of  inconvenience  to  any  members,  he  was 
ready  either  to  move  for  or  to  fecond  a  motion  for  a  call  of 
the  Houfe,  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  or  any  other 
gentleman  deemed  it  abfoluteiy  neceflary ;  and  in  that  cafe 
the  call  might  take  place  on  Tuefday  fennight. 

There  being  a  cry  of,,  Call,  call,"  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt 
moved  for  a  call  of  the  Houfe  on  that  day  fortnight,  (Tuef- 
day fennight)  and  Mr,  Fox  feconded  the  motion. 

The  motions  were  feverally  carried  without  a  divifion. 

The  Houfe  adjourned* 

TTwrfJqy,  id  December. 

As  foon  as  the  Speaker  had  taken  the  chair,  the  Comp- 
troller pf  His  Majefty's  Houfehold,  from  the  bar,  acquaint* 
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ed  the  Houfe,  that  His  Majefty  had  been  waited  Upon  to 
know  when  he  would  be  attended  with  the  addrefs  of  that 
Houfe,  and  had  been  pleafed  to  appoint  this  day  at  three 
o'clock. 

The  Houfe  adjourned,  and  went  to  St.  James's,  and  pre- 
tented  the  following  humble  Addrefs  to  the  King  : 

Moft  gracious  Sovereign, 

WE,  your  Majeftfs  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjeds,  the  Com- 
mans  of  Great  Britain,  in  Parliament  ajfemp\led,  beg  leave  to 
return  your  Majefty  our  bumble  and  hearty  thanks,  for  your  moft 
gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne* 

We  cannot  omit  taking  the  firfi  opportunity  to  offer  to  your 
Majefty  our  fincere  condolence  on  the  lofs  which  your  Majejly  has 
fuftahud,  by  the  untimely  death  of  your  Royal  brother,  the  late 
Duke  of  Cumberland. 

It  affords  us  the  greateft fatisfaeJion  that  the  differences  which 
hadarifen  between  your  Majefty  and  the  Court  of  Spain,  have 
happily  been  brought  to  an  amicable  termination ;  and  we  are 
grateful  for  your  Majejly  s  goodnefs  in  having  ordered  copies  of 
tk  Declaration  exchanged  between  your  Majeftfs  Ambafjador  and 
AtAfinifter  of  the  Catholic  King,  and  of  the  Convention  which 
has  Juice  been  concluded,  to  be  laid  before  us. 

Nothing  can  more  evince  your  Majefty9 s  moderation,  wifdom, 
andjuftice,  than  your  having  been  pleajed  to  dir eel  your  atteri* 
tion,  in  the  whole  of  this  tranfaclion,  to  the  objects  vf  obtaining  a 
fuuable  reparation  for  the  ad  of  violence  committed  at  Nootka, 
and  of removing  the  grounds  offtmilar  difputes  in  future,  as  well 
as  offecuring  to  your  jubjeHs  the  exercife  of  their  navigation,  com- 
merce, andfifheries,  in  thofe  parts  of  the  world  which  were  thd  * 
fubjeg  of  the  difeufjion. 

It  gives  us  the  greateft  pleafure  to  be  informed,  that  the  dif* 
pofition  and  conducl  of  your  Majefty  s  allies  concurred  ufitb  the 
xeal  and  public  fpirit  fo  naturally  manifefted  by  all  ranks  of 
your  fubjcRs,  in  infwingto  your  Majefty  the  moft  vigorous  and 
tffcftual  fupport :  We  are,  at  the  fame  time,  fully  Jenfible  that 
no  event  could  have  been  fo  fatisfadory  as  the  attainment  of  the 
objecls  which  your  Majefty  had  in,  view,  without  any  afiual 
interruption  if  the  blefjings  of  peace. 

We  are  happy  to-  learn,  that  a  foundation  has  been  laid  for  a 
pacification  between  Auftria  and  the  Porte,  and  that  your  Ma~ 
jefty  has  employed  your  mediation,  in  conjuncJion  with  your  allies, 
for  the  purpofe  of  negociating  a  definitive  treaty  betwetn  thofi 
Powers,  and  of  Endeavouring  fo  put  an  end  to  the dijfent ions  in  the 
Netherlands^  and  ivefbatl,  at  ajl^imes,  rejoice  injeeing  the  weight 

ije  a 
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objeR  of 'contributing  *o  the  reftoration  of  general  tranquillity. 
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Tour  faithful  pommons  are  deeply  fenfible  of  your  Majeftfs 
pattrntil  goodnefs  to  yourpeopley  which  leads  your  Majejly  to  regret 
any  occqfion  of  inereafing  the  public  burthens :  We  are  JuUy 
aware  of  the  policy  and  prudence  of  vigorous  preparations,  under- 
the  circumflances  which  lately  exified;  and  we  cannot  but  rejk£t9 
with  great  fatisfacliony  on  the  flriking  proof  which  has  beem 
given  of  the  advantages  derived  from  the  liberal  fupplics  granted* 
Jince  the  lafl  peacef  for  the  naval fervice. 

Tour  Alajefly  may  be  ajjured  of  our  readinefs  to  make  dua 
provifion  for  defraying  the  expences  of  the  late  armament y  and  for 
fupporting  the  fever al  branches  of the  public  fervice,  onfucb  a  foot- 
ing as  the  general  Jituation  of  affairs  may  appear  to  require ;  and 
of  our  beings  at  the  fame  time,  peculiarly  defirous  offhewing,  in 
the  Jlrongefi  manner,  our  determination  invariably  to  perfevero  in 
thatfyjiem  which  has  fo  effectually  confirmed  and  maintained  the 
public  credit  of  the  Nation* 

We  have  obferved,  with  concern,  the  interruption  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  tranquillity  of  our  Indian  pojjeffons ;  but  it 
affords  us  great  Jatisfaclion  to  be  informed  that  your  Majefty 
fees  fo  favourable  a  prof  peel  of  bringing  the  contefi  to  afpeedy 
and  juccefsful  conclujton. 

Our  particular  attention  Jhall  be  dtrecled  to  thejlate  of  the 
province  of  Quebec ;  and  wejhall  carefully  conpder  offuch  regu- 
lations for  its  government  as  the  pre/fat  circumflances  and  condition 
of  the  province  may  render  expedient. 

We  fhould  not  faithfully  reprefent  the  fentinents  of  a  loyal 
und grateful  people,  if  We  were  not  to  feek  every  opportunity  of 
affording  your  Afaje/ly  the  mojl  Convincing  proofs  of  our  zealous 
and  affeclionate  attachment.  If  any  confederation  could  increafa 
the  warmth  of  thofe  fentiments9  it  would  bo  derived  from  your 
Majejlfs  gracious  declaration  of  your  dejire  to  cultivate  an 
entire  harmony  and  confidence  with  your  Parliament,  for  purpofis 
which  mufl  endear flilt  more  your  Ma  Jeffs  name  to  the  prefent  age, 
and  topofterity,  as  long  as  there  remains  a  duefenfe  of  the  inva* 
luable  blejjings  of  our  free  and  excellent  conftitution\  and  of  the  nu- 
^  mefous  and  inereafing  advantages  which  your  fubjecls  enjoy  under 
your  Majejlfs  mild  and  aufpicio us  government. 

Friday,  3d  December. 
The  Speaker  reported  His  Majefty's  moft  gracious  Anfwor 
Co  the  Addtefs  of  that  Houfe,  as  follows  * 

Gentlemen, 
I  return  yon  my  warmefi  thanks  for  thit  very  biyal  eddrefs* 
Nothing  can  afford  me  more  fat  isfaclidn  than  the  lordial  af- 
furances  which  you  give  mc  of  your  affeclionate  attachment  to  my 
,     .  frfon  anfl  government)  and  of  your  zealous  regard  for  the  prin- 

ciple* of  the  cwJiitKtion>  and  the  inter  eft  and  froj ferity  of  my 
pcpU*  •       . 

Mr. 


A.  1790.  DEBATES.  35 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  prefeoted  the  following  papers ; 

Copy  of  the  Declaration  and  Counter  Declaration,  figned 
and  exchanged  at  Madrid,  the  24th  of  July,  1790. 

Declaration. 

His  Britannic  Majefty  having  complained  of  the  capture 
of  certain  veffels  belonging  to  his  fubjefts  in  the  port  if 
Nootka,  fituated  on  the  north* weft  coaft  of  America,  by  an 
officer  in  the  fervice  of  the  King ;  the  under- figned  Counfel- 
lor  and  principal  Secretary  of  State  to  His  Majefty,  being 
thereto  duly  authorifed,  declares,  in  the  name  and  by  the 
order  of  his  faid  Majefty,  that  he  is  willing  to  give  fatisfac- 
tioo  to  his  Britannic  Majefty  for  the  injury  of  which  he  has 
complained,  fully  pecfuaded  that  his  faid  Britannic  Majefty 
would  ad  in  the  fame  manner  towards  the  King,  under  fimi- 
larcircomftances  ;  and  His  Majefty  farther  engages  to  make  # 

fall  reftitution  of  all  the  Britiih  veffels  which  were  captured 
it  Nootka,  and  to  indemnify  the  parties  interefted  in  thofe 
teflels,  for  thelofles  which  they  {hall  have  fuftained,  as  foon 
at  the  amount  thereof  (hall  have  been  afcertainftd : 

It  being  underftood  that  this  Declaration  is  not  to  preclude 
or  prejudice  the  ulterior  difcuffion  of  any  right  which  His 
Majefty  may  claim  to  form  an  exclufive  eftablifliment  at 
the  port  of  Nootka. 

In  witnefs  whereof,  T  have  figned  this  Declaration, 
and  fealed  it  with  the  feal  of  my  arms.  At  Ma- 
drid, the  24th  of  July,  1790. 

Signed, 
(LS.)  Lb  Comte  de  Florida  Blanca* 

Counter  Declaration. 

His  Catholic  Majefty  having  declared  that  he  was  willing 
to  give  fatisfa&ion  for  the  injury  done  to  the  King,  by  the 
capture  of  certain  veflels  belonging  to  his  fubje&s,  in  the 
hay  of  Nootka,  and  the  Count  de  Florida  Blanca  having 
figned,  in  the  name  and  by  the  order  of  his  Catholc  Ma- 
jefty,  a  Declaration  to  this  cffeQ ;  and  by  which  his  faid 
Majefty  likewife  engages  to  make  full  reft itut ion  of  the  vef- 
fels fo  captured,  and  to  indemnify  the  parties  interefted  in 
tbofe  veffels  for  the  loffes  they  (hall  have  fuftained ;  the  un- 
tefigned  Ambaflador  Extraortlinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of 
His  Majefty  to  the  Catholic  King,  being  thereto  duly  and 
exyteffly  authorifed,  accepts  the  faid  Declaration  in  the  name 
rf  the  King;  and  declares  that  His  Majefty  will  confider 
*i*  Declaration,  together  with  the  petformance  of  the  en* 
Pgemeots  contained  therein,  ,as  a  full  and  entire  fatisfa&ion 
h  the  injury  of  which  his  Majefty  has  cbqpplajned. 
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The  underfigned  declares,  at  the  fame  time,  that  it  is  t:o 
be  underftood,  that  neither  the  faid  Declaration  figned  by 
Count  Florida  Blanca,  nor  the  acceptance  thereof  by  the 
underfigned,  in  the  name  of  the  King,  is  to  preclude  or 
prejudice,  in  any  refpedfc,  the  right  which  His  Majefty  may- 
claim  to  any  eftahlifhment  which  his  fubje£ts  may  have 
formed,  or  fhould  be  defirous  of  forming  in  future,  at  thio 
faid  bay  of  Nootka. 

In  witnefs  whereof  I  have  figned  this  Counter  De» 
claration,  and  fealed  it  with  the  feal  of  my  arms* 
At  Madrid,  the  24th  of  July,  1790. 
Signed, 

(L,  S.)  ALLEYNE  FlTZHERBERT, 

Copy  of  the  Convention  between  his  Britannic  Majefty 
and  the  King  of  Spain,  Signed  at  the  Efcurial,  the  28th 
ofO&ober,  1799. 

Their  Britannic  and  Catholic  Majefties,  being  defirous  of 
terminating,  by  a  fpeedy  and  folid  agreement,  the  differences 
which  have  lately  arifen  between  the  two  Crowns,  have  judged 
that  the  beft  way  of  attaining  this  falutary  objefi  would  be 
that  of  an  amicable  arrangement,  which,  fetting  afide    all 
retrofpe&ive  difcuffion  of  the  rights  and  pietenfions  of  the 
two  parties,  flaould  fix  their  refpedtive  fituation  for  the.  fu- 
ture on  a  bafis  conformable  to  their  true  interefts,  as  well  as 
to  the  mutual  defire  with  which  their  faid  Majefties  are  anU 
mated  of  eftablifhing  with  each  other,  in  every  thing  and  in 
all  places,  the  moft  perfeS  friendship,  harmony,  and  good 
correfpondence.     In  this  view,  they  have  named  and  gondii 
tuted  for  their  Plenipotentiaries;  to  wit,  on  the  part  of  his 
Britannic  Majefty,    Alleyne  Fitzherbert,    Efq.  one  of  his 
faid  Majefty's  Privy  Council  in  Great  Britain  and   Ireland, 
and  his  Ambaflador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  his 
Catholic  Majefty  ;  and,  on  the  part  of  his  Catholic  Majefty, 
Don  Jofeph  Monino,   Count   of  Florida  Blanca,     Knight 
Grand  Crofs  of  the  Royal  Spani/h  Order  of  Charles  HI., 
Counfellor  of  btate  to   his  faid  Majefty,  and  his   Principal 
Secretary  of  State,  and  of  the  Difpatches:  who,  after  hav- 
ing communicated  to  each  other  their  refpe&ive  full  powers, 
have  agreed  upon  the  following  articles : 

Article  I.  It  is  agreed  that  the  buildings  and  traSsof  land, 
fituated  on  the  north  weft  coaft  of  the  continent  of  North 
America,  or  on  iflands  adjacent  to  that  continent,  of  which 
the  fubjeds  of  his  Britannic  Majefty  were  difpofleffed,  about 
the  month  of  April,  1789,  by  a  Spanifh  Officer,  fliall  be 
reftored  to  the  faid  Britithfubje&s. 

*     Article 
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Article  II.  *&nd  farther,  that  a  juft  reparation  /hall  be 
nude,  according  to  the  nature'  of  the  cafe,  for  all  a&s  of 
violence  or  hoftility,  which  may  have  been  committed,  fub-t 
feqoent  to  the  month  of  April,  1789,  by  the  fubje&s  of  eU 
ther  of  the  contracting  parties  againft  the  fubjecls  of  the 
other;  and  that  in  cafe  any  of  the  faid  refpedive  fuhje£ts  fhall, 
fince  the  fame  period,  have  been  forcibly  difpoffefled  of  their 
lands,  buildings,  vefTels,  merchandize,  or  other  property 
whatever,  on  the  faid  continent,  or  on  the  feas  or  iflands  ad* 
jaoent,  they  fhall  be  re-eftablifhed  in  the  pofleflion  thereof, 
•r  a  jaft  compenfation  fhall  be  made  to  them  for  the  lofles 
which  they  fhall  have  fuftained. 

Article  III.  And,  in  order  to  ftrengthen  the  bonds  of 
friemdfhip,  and  to  preferve  in  future  a  perfect  harmony  and  < 
good  underftanding  between  the  two  contracting  parties,  it 
is  agreed  that  their  xefpe&ive  fubje&s  jfhall  not  be  difturbed 
or  molefted,  either  in  navigating  or  carrying  on  their  filhe^ 
ries  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  or  in  the  South  Seas,  or  in  land*' 
ing  on  the  coafts  of  thofe  feas,  in  places  not  already  occu- 
pied, for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  on  their  commerce  with  the 
natives  of  the  country,  or  of  making  fettlements  there;. the 
whole  fubjecl,  neverthejefs,  to  the  reftri&ions  and  provw 
fions  fpecified  in  the  three  following  articles. 

Article  IV*  His  Britannic  Majefty  engages  to  take  the 
rooft  effectual  meafures  to  prevent  the  navigation  and  fifhery 
of  his  fubjecls  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  or  in  the  South  Seas, 
{rota  being  made  a  pretext  for  illicit  trade  with  the  Spanifh. 
fettlements ;  and,  with  this  view,  it  is  moreover  expreffly 
fiipulated,  that  Britifh  fubje&s  fhall  not  navigate,  or  carry 
on  their  filhery  in  the  faid  feas,  within  the  (pace  of  ten  fea 
leagues  from  any  part  of  the  coafts  already  occupied  by 
Spain. 

Article  Y.  It  is  agreed,  that  as  well  in  the  places  which 
9te  to  be  reftored  to  the  Britifh  fqbjecls,  by  virtue  of  the 
firft  article,  as  in  all  other  parts  of  the  north  weftern  coafts 
of  North  America,  or  of  the  iflands  adjacent,  fituated  to  the 
north  of  the  parts  of  the  faid  coafl  already  occupied  by  Spain, 
wherever  the  fubjects  of  either  of  the  two  Powers  {hall  have 
made  fettlements  fince  the  month  of  April,  1789,  or  fhall 
hereafter  make  any,  the  fubjefts  of  the  other  fhall  have  free 
accefs,  and  fhall  carry  on  their  trade,  without  any  difturbance 
ormoleftati^n. 

Article  VI,  It  is  farther  agreed,  with  refpeft  to  the 
eaftern  and  weftern  coafts  of  South  America,  and  to  the 
iflands  adjacent,  that  no  fettlement  fhall  be  formed  hereaf- 
ter, by  the  refpeclive  fubje&s,  in  fuch  parts  of  thofe  coafts 
as  are  fituated  to  the  fouth  of  thofe  parts  of  the  fame  coafts, 
and  of  the  iftands  adjacent,  which  are  already  occupied  by 

Spain  ; 
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Spain :  provided  that  the  faid  refpedive  fub/ftfts  fliall  retaicr 
the  liberty  of  landing  on  the  coafts  and  iflands  fo  fituated, 
for  the  purpofes  of  their  fifhery,  and  of  efoSUng  thereon  hulas 
and  other  temporary  buildings,  ferving  only  tor  thofe  pur- 
pofes. 

Article  VII.  In  all  cafes  of  complaint,  or  infraction  of 
the  articles  of  the  prefent  Convention,  the  officers  of  either 
party,  without  permitting  themfelves  previouQy  to  commit 
any  violence  or  aft  of  force,  (hall  be  bound  to  make  an  exa£t 
report  of  the  affair,  and  of  its  circumftances,  to  their  re- 
fpefiive  Courts,  who  will  terminate  fuch  differences  in  an 
amicable  manner. 

Article  VIII.  The  prefent  Convention  fhall  be  ratified 
and  confirmed  in  the  fpace  of  fix  weeks,  to  be  computed 
from  the  day  of  its  fignature,  or  fooner,  if  it  can  be  done. 

In  witneis  whereof,  we  the  under figned  Plenipotentiaries 
of  their  Britannic  and  Catholic  Majefties,  have,  in  their 
names,  and  in  virtue  of  our  refpeftrve  full  powers,  figned 
the  prefent  Convention,  and  fet  thereto  the  feals  of  our 
arms. 

Done  at  the  Palace  of  St*  Laurence,  the  28th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1799. 
(L.  S.)  Ill  Conde  De  Floridablanca, 

(L.  S.)  Alleyne  Fitz«erb?rt« 

No.  I, 

NAVY  OFFICE,  Dec.  3,  1790. 

An  Account,  as  far  as  the  fame  can  be  made  up,  of  the  Ex- 
pences  occafioned  by  the  augmentation  and  equipment  of 
His  Majefty's  naval  forces  on  the  late  armament,  up  to 
the  nth  November,  1790. 

Nature  of  the  Ex  pences,  Amount. 

Money  impreft  for  the  immediate  purchafing     £.      s.    d* 
at  market,  a  quantity  of  hemp,  in  addition 
to  the  provifion  made  for  that  article  by  the 
annual  contrails  -  -        1 15000    O    o 

Ditto  for  the  purchafe  of  a  38  gun  frigate  7628  10    Q 

Freight  of  tranfports  hired  for   fix  months 

certain  -  -  -        311 28    52 

Freight  and  other  charges  of  veflels  taken  up 

for  tenders  for  fix  months  certain        -        24876     3     6 

Freight  of  ftorefhips  taken  up  for  three  months 

certain  ...  -  820    O     O 

Charge  of  procuring  men  on  fhore  -       35054  18     9 

Impreft  to  pay  bounty  to  feamen  and  land- 
men <■  .         -  58500    o    o 

Impittft 


A.I79&  DEBATES* 

Impreft  to  Eari  Howe,  to  defray  contingent 
charges  of  the  channel  fleet        -  -       506    O    O 

Cbxges  of  agent  viduallers,  appointed  at 
Cork  and  Cowes  -  -  595     I     4 

Qargeof  fitting  and  ftoring  his  Majeftv'slhips 
ijrat  incommiffion  on  the  late  occauon,  and 
of  fbengthening  the  condition  of  the  guard- 
(hips  ordered  upon  fca  fervice,  as  per  ac- 
counts received  from  the  feveral  dockyards  97 184a  1 3     I 

Wear  and  tear  of  the  fliips,  and  wages  to  the 
men  employed  therein  -  -   444565  17    o 

Repairing  frigates  in  merchants  yards  30912     a    9 

Twehre  gun  boats         -  ...      5287    o    o 

Charge  of  victualling,  according  to  an  account 
ran  the  Victualling  Board  -  696830     1   II 

Eipcnces  in  the  fick  and  hurt  department,  ac- 
cording to  an  account  from  thofe  Commif- 
fiooers  ...  19127     3    o 

Stationers  wares  ...  2231  11  11 

Lctt  money  of  recruits  for  the  augmentation 
u  the  marines        -        -        -  20622    o    o 


2465521     8    $ 


No.  II. 

WAR    OFFICE. 

An  Account  of  the  Charges  incurred  by  the  late  Armament, 
fa  far  as  the  fame  can  at  prefent  be  made  up  at  the  War 
Office. 

Expence  of  the  augmented  eftablifhment  of 
the  dragoon  guards,  dragoons,  foot  guards, 
and  regiments  of  foot,  and  of  the  invalids,  * 
between  the  10th  May  and  24th  December, 
1790  -  -  -  137016  13  lof 

**ry  money  for  the  recruits  raifed  by  the  foot 
gnards  beyond  their  former  eftablifhment       3696    o    cr 

abpcloatb'tng  for  ditto   .  -  -         1025  17     4 

ttpence  of  the  additional  military  and  hofpi- 
talftaff,  from  the  dates  of  their  refpe&ive 
appointments  -  -        -         -      2771     1     ft| 

upeaces  of  extraordinary  marches,  and  con- 
veyance of  troops  by  fea  -  -       3000    o    o 

C^p  equipage,  hofpital  bedding,  and  medi- 
cines      -  ...        35000    o    o4 

Bat,  baggage,  and  forage  for  the  foot  guards     1507  xo    o 

Qa 
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On  account  for  levy  money,  fobfiftence,  and 
other  charges  of  the  independent  companies 
ordered  to  be  raifed  -  -         40000    o     d 

■  ■  ■  11  m 

Total        •        224017     2      5 

fPat  Office, 
December  3,  1790.  Geo.  Yonge. 

No.  III. 

ORDNANCE  OFFICE. 

Expence  incurred  by  the  Office  of  His  Majefty's  Ordnance* 
on  account  of  the  late  Armament. 

LAND  SERVICE, 

Regiments  of  Artillery  and  Engineers* 

Expence  of  raiting  and  arming 

an  augmentation  to  each  of 

the  40  marching  companies 

of  the  Royal  regiment  of  ar- 
tillery, with  the  pay  of  the 

fame  between  21ft  May  and 

31ft  Dec.  1790        -        -     12167    O    O 
Pay  of  an  augmentation  of  one 

Captain,  one  Captain  Lieu- 
tenant, two  Firft  Lieute- 
nants, and  one  Second  Lieu-* 

tenant  to  the  corps  of  Royal 

Engineers,  from  the  dates  of 

their  refpe&ive  commiffions 

to  31ft  Dec.  1790         -  312    %    4 

"479     S    4 

Arms,  Tents,  and  Ammunition  for  the  Army. 
Arms  for  the  augmentation  to 

fifty-eight  battalions  of  foot, 

thirty-five  companies  of  the 

old  independent  companies  of  ^ 

invalids,  and  12  independent 

companies  of  invalids,  to  be 

formed  from  the  out  penGon*1 

ers  of  Chelfea  hofpiral  26346     %     7 

Small  arms  fent  to  Plymouth        1898    o    o 

Memorandum. — As  it  is  fuppofed  moft  of  thefe  arms  will 
be  returned  into  flore,  no  charge  is  made  for  them  in  this 
eftimate« 

Tents 
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Tents  for-  fnndry  regiments  or-  £•      s.    d. 

dered  on  fervice        -  -        7533    o    ^ 

NEW  BRUNSWICK* 

For  iron  ordnance,  potirder,and 
other  flores  -  -      *      3174  14    5 

BERMUDA* 

tor  carriages,    powder,    flwt, 
and  other  flores  -  -  It 20  to     1 

ANTIGUA* 

fcaid  bills  of  exchange  drawn  for 

works  arid  contingencies         i*i  1 74    O    o 
For  powder,  fhot,  (hells,    and 

other  flores  -  3422  12    4 


U596  ti  t4 


St.  CHRISTOPHER* 

Paid  bills  of  exchange  drawn  for 

works  and  contingencies  .7111  11     4 

For  brafs  and   iron  ordnance* 

powder,    (hot,    {hells,    and 

other  fibres,     and  alfo  for 

powder  purchafed  there  10740  12    4 

DOMINICA* 

Paid  bills  of  exchange  drawn  for 

works  and  contingencies  1 541   17     9 
For  powder,  fhot,  fnells,   and 

other  flares                *  321  j  12    6 


Ws* 


*    4755    9    * 


BARBADOES* 

(aid  bills  of  exchange  drawn  for 

works  and  contingencies  3 1 1 9    7    4 

For  brafs  ordnance,    powder, 
*  ball  arms,  and  other  ftores      6935    8     6 

■  — —  10054  15  to 

St*  VINCENT. 

For  braft  and  iron  ordnance* 
powder,  fhot,  (hells,  and 
«her  ftores  -»  -      9789    2    9 

Vol*  XXVIII;  G  GRE- 


t 


/ 
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GRENADA.  '  £'     *    * 

For  brafs  and  iron  ordnance, 
powder,  foot,  (hells,  and 
other  ftores  -  -       9914    5    * 

GIBRALTAR. 

For  brafs  and  iron  ordnance, 
foot,  forfls,  powder,  timber, 
coals,  and  other  ftores  fent   69560    6    4 

Charge  of  conveying  a  rein- 
forcement of  four  companies 
of  artillery  -  3035  16    o 


SPECIAL  SERVICE. 

For  ordnance  and  ftores  fent 

to  Plymouth  ro  complete  a 

field  and   battering  train  of 

artillery  to  be  in  readinefs  for 

foreign  fervice  -        23098     3     7 

For  brafs  ordnance,  fmall  arms, 

ammunition,  and  ftores  fent 

on  foreign  fervice  -        3*901   16    5 


71596  12 


26000    o     o 


ALDERNEY. 

For  carriages  and  ftores  fent  -  103  16     2 

TOWER. 

For  entrenching  tools  for  ftore  .    -               3243  t%    6 

For  barrack  bedding  fent  to 

Chatham        -            -  378  17  8 

Portfmouth            -            .  726  14  3 

Plymouth        -                -  1056    o  o 

Jerfey        .               .  503     1  4 

Ouernfey        -               -      -  259  n  6 

~* *9H    4    ft 

Total  of  Land  Service  for  the  ar- 
mament, as  fcr  as  can  at  this 
time  be  collected         •  •  19513?  12    4 


Land 
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I       s.     d. 
Land  Scnrice,  brought  forward  -         19523812    4 

Fo*  the  NAVY. 

Onbaoceexpeoces  for  Naval 
Services  for  the  year  1790, 
ai  far  as  the  y  can  be  colleft- 
eJvpto  the  19th  of  Novem- 
ber        -  -  -  183237  "     3 

Deduct 

The  Ordnance   allowance  on 

the  rote  for  aOfOoo  fearoen 

brtheyear  1790         -         183237  11     4 
AndiHbthe  probable  exceed- 
ing on  the  above  vote  for  the 

oriioaiy  fcrvice  of  the  year, 

which  is  intended  to  be  alked 

in  an  unprovided,  when  the 

accounts  for  the  year  can  be 

finally  adjufted  -  25000    o    O 

-       ■  7700O         0         O 

Ziccetlmg  on  account  of  the 
armament,  fo  far  as  can  at 
pident  be  afcertained        *  -        106237  11     3 

♦Total       -        301476    3     7 
Deduct 

Rttdvcd  on  the  vote  of  credit  -  150000    o    o 

»5H76    3    7 

■' 1  ' 

G.  Berkeley. 
J.  Aldridge. 
G.  Crawfurd. 

No.  IV, 

EXCHEQUER  BILLS. 

The  Exchequer  bills,  made  out  by  virtue  of  an  afi  pafled 
intheUft  feffion  of  Parliament,  for  railing  a  certain  fura  of 
***]  by  loans,  or  Exchequer  bills,  for  the  fervice  of  the 
T«r  1790,  amount  to  the  fum  of  -  £-3*500,000 

Enkywr. 
A*  3i  >790»  Robert  Jennings, 

G  s  No; 
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No.  V. 

Account  of  money  iflued  to  Meffrs*  Neave  and  Aiflabie, 
for  the  purchafe  of  ptpvifiod*  for  the  troops  in  the  Eaft  and 
Weft  Indies,  in  conference  of  the  late  armament 

£.81,099     1$*     y# 

Treafury  Chambers, 
Dec.  4,  1790.  Thomas  Steele. 

An  account  of  the  expenditure  for  the  armament.-— And 
alfo, 

*  The  charges  incurred  at  the  War  Office  and  Office  ©€ 
cc  Ordnance." — The  titles  being  read^  the  papers  and  ac- 
counts were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Sir  John        Sir  John  Sinclair  aflted  why  no  other  papers  were  pre- 

Sinclair,  fen  ted  but  copies  of  the  two  declarations  and  of  the  conven- 
tion? 

Mr.  PJtt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  they,  were  the  papers 
prom i fed  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  by  His  Majefty.  He 
added  that  he  fhould  not  name  a  day  for  the.  Houfe  to  take 
them  into  confideration  before  he  was  able  to  lay  the  ratifi- 
cation of  the  convention  upon  the  table,  which  he  expe6te4 
to  arrive  every  (lay,  but  that  travelling  at  this  time  of  the 
year  was  fo  precarious  and  uncertain,  that  he  could  not  pre- 
cifely  fay  when  it  would  come  to  hand. 

Mr.  Grey  Mr.  Gray  a{ked  whether  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
meant  to  move  for  any  other  papers  relative  to  the  fubjeffc 
before  the  Houfe,  becaufe  many  other  papers  and  farther  ex* 
planation  appeared  to  him  to  be  abfolutely  neceflary  to  ena- 
ble gentlemen  to  judge  of  the  convention  ? 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  replied,  that  he  could  not  know  what 
papers  the  honourable  gentleman  alluded  to,  but  he  did  not 
mean  to  move  for  any  other  papers  himfelf,  neither  had  he 
received  His  Majefty's  commands  to  lay  any  other  upon  the 
table  but  thofe  which  had  that  day  been  pre  fen  ted. 

Mr.  Grey.      Mr.  Grey  faid  that  he*  did  not  think  the  Houfe,  frithoqt 
other  papers,  could  go  into  the  difcuffion ;  but  that  un- 
doubtedly was  not  the  fit  moment  for  arguing  the  queftion. 
Whe«  the  Houfe  had  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  Mr.  Gilbert  had  taken  his  (eat  at  the  table, 

Mr.  Hop-      Mr.  Hopkins  obferved,  that  as  the  number  of  feamen  for 

kins.  '  which  he  meant  to  move  was  larger  than  that  voted  during 
the  courfe  of  the  preceding  year,  he  thought  it.  neeeffary  to 
{fate  to  the  Houfe  the  reaton  for  the  increafe.  Laft  year 
twenty  thoufand  feamen  were  voted,  including  3600  ma- 
rines, which  were  fufficient  to  man  fixteen  guardfhips,  and 
fuch  frigates  and  other  ftiips  of  war  as  were  neceflarily  em- 
ployed on  foreign  fervice.  J{  was  now,  however,  thought 
—  .  Proper 
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proper  to  add  ten  more  {hips  to  the  Home  e ft ablifh merits, 
which,  with  the  fquadron  of  fix  fhips  that  had  failed  under 
the  command  of  Admiral  Cornifti,  rendered  an  addition  to 
the  number  indifpen&ble*  Upon  the  return  of  that  fqua- 
iron,  it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to  pay  cff  ten 
(hips;  the  number  of  Teamen,  therefore,  neceffary  for  the* 
fervice  of  the  enfuing  year  might  be  taken  upon  the  average 
at  24060,  including  4>8oO  marines-,  Which  number  he  meant 
topropofe,  Mr.  Hopkins  accordingly  moved  the  ufualre^ 
fetation  fpecifying.  the  number, 

Mr.  Gilbert  read  the  qiieftion,  and  tf  as-proceeding  to  put  it 
tfr  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,,  when  s, 

Mr.  Roile  rifing  to  exprefs  his  happinefs  on  hearing  that  Mr.  Rollc 
the  Bomber  of  marines  was  to  be  increafed,  obferved  that 
they  were  beyond  difpute  as  fine  a  body  of  men  as  any  in 
the  kingdom,  and  far  ntore  ufeful  on  board  out-  men  of  war 
than  foldiers  from  a  marching  regiment.  He  lamented  that 
no  mode  of  ife  warding  the  marines  had  beten  yet  adopted ;  a 
defection  was  conftantly  drawn  from  their  pay,  and  appro* 
priated  to  Chelfea  Hofpital,  and  vet  no  provision  was  made 
&r  their  invalid*  Heenrneftly  adped,  therefore,  that  the 
ftrft  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  rtould  add  to  the  celebrity  which 
he  Had  already  created  for  his  character,  by  taking  the  fubjedl 
under  his  consideration,  andadopting  fome  meafure  adequate 
tothecaufe  of  his  remark.  VIY.  Rolle  concluded  with  ob- 
ferving,  that  he  under  flood  that  a  memorial  on  the  fobjecl 
had  been  prefented  to  the  Board- of  Admiralty,  and  was  now 
waiting  for  their  decifiori,  which  He  trufted  for  the  fake  of 
the  good  of  the  fervice,  and  in  juftice  to  the  marines,  would 
prove  favourable. 

Mr.  Gilbert  now  reported  that  the  Committee  had  come 
to  the  following  resolutions : 

44  That  t went y- four  'thoufand  men  be  emrddyed  for  the 
a  fea-  fenrice  for  the  ydar  1791,  including  four  thoufand  eight 
"  hundred  marines." 

u  That  a  fwn  not  exceeding  four  pounds  per  man  per 
u  month,  be  allowed  for  maintaining  the  faid  twenty-four 
u  thoufand  men  for  thirteen  months*  including  ordnance 
u  for  iea  fervice." 

"  That  the  fum  of  one  million  five  hundred  thoufand 
**  pounds  be  granted  tx>  His  Majefty  for  paying  off  ami  dit- 
**  charging  the  Exchequer  bills  for  the  fenrice' of  the  year 
u  1700,''  and  to  be  charged  upon  the  firft  aids  to  be  granted* 
in  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament. 

The  fa  id  refolutions  were,  upon  motion*,  ordered  to  be  re?, 
ported  on  the  morrow. 
Ihe  Houfe  adjourned 
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Tucfday*  December  7. 

When  Mr.  Gilbert  had  brought  up  the  report  of  the  re* 
folutions  of  the  Committee  otSuppIy,  and  ftated  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  that  Committee  that  249000  featnen  be 
voted  for  the  fervice  of  the  enfuing  year;  and  when  tbe  fame 
had  been  read  a  firft  time, 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  he  felt  it  neceflary  to  remind  the 
Houfe,  that  laft  year  they  had  been  called  upon  to  vote  two 
thoufand  feamen  more  than  had  the  preceding  year  been 
deemed  requifite  for  the  fervice;  it  was  impofiible,  there* 
fore,  for  him,  or  any  member  of  that  Houfe,  who  confider-- 
ed  his  duty,  to  vote  for  fo  large  an  increafe  of  expence  as 
was  included  in  the  vote  of  24,000  feamen,  without  having 
fome  explanation  from  perfons  of  authority,  to  convince 
him   that  fuch  an   increafe  was  abfolutely  neceflary;  and 
therefore  he  muft  require  an  anfwer  to  one  of  the  two  fol- 
lowing queftions ;  Firft,  Whether  the  propofed  increafe  of 
the  number  of  feamen  was  occafioned  by  our  not  being  able- 
to  difarm  fo  completely  nor  fo  foon  as  could  be  wilhed,  and 
therefore  to  be  confidered  as  a  mere  temporary  increafe  ?  and 
was  it  thbught  neceflary  (by  thofe  who  from  their  official 
fituations  muft  be  better  enabled  to  judge  of  the  fa£t  than 
he  could  pretend  to  be)  to  alter  the  policy  of  the  country* 
and  depart  from  the  fyftem  of  force  which  had  been  thought 
adequate  to  the  peace  eftabliftiment  of  late  years,  and  to  in* 
cur  a  greater  expence*     In  the  latter  cafe,  it  would  be  to 
avow,  that  the  policy  which  had  hitherto  prevailed,  in  re- 
gard to  the  peace  eftabliflimeitf,  was,  upon  experience}  found 
to  be  injudicious,  and  too  fmall,  and  that  a  better  and  a  dif- 
ferent policy  was  neceflary  to  be  adopted  in  future.     If  the 
firft  bf  the  two  queftions  was  anfwered,  and  tbe  reafon  af*. 
figned  for  the  increafed  number  of  feamen  was,  that  we 
could  not  difarm  immediately,  and  therefore  that  the  ex- 
pence  was  not  defigned  to  be  permanent,  but  was  merely  to 
be  confidered  as  a  temporary  inconvenience,  he  (hould  chear- 
fully  give  his  vote  for  the  24,000  feamen,  becaufe  bethought' 
it  fafer  for  that  Houfe  to  give  credit  to  the  King's  Minifters 
for  the  proper  motives  of  their  condudr,  and  vote  an  ufelefs' 
expence,  than  by  an  ill-timed  negativenefs  to  refufe  its  affift- 
ance  where  the  expence  was  unavoidable;  but  as  much  as  he 
.  was  a  friend  to  a  proper  confidence  in  Minifters,  fo  was  ho 
a  determined  enemy  to  that  blind  confidence  which  was  in 
fadfc  treachery  to  their  conftituents,  and  which  that  Houfe,. 
if  they  meant  to  prove  that  they  were  what  they  pretended 
to  call  themfelves,  the  truftees  and  guardians  of  the  public 
purfe,  could  not  give  without  a  facrifice  of  their  duty.    Jf, 
therefore,  he  was  told  that  the  increafed  expence  was  intend- 
ed 
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*Jtohcpcnnanciit»  and  that  24,000  men  were  to  be  con-* 
fined  as  the  neceflary   eftabliihment  of  the  country,  before 
fKeoddvote  for  the   refolution,  he  muft  require  lome  far- 
ifcraphnation  than  the  Houfc  hitherto  poflefled.    He  la- 
^eoteithat  a  right   honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  from   ' 
<«tan  he  could  expe£t  an  anfwer  with  the  greatefl  propriety, 
was  not  in  his  place  ;   but  as  he  faw  thofe  prefent  .who  were 
kghmofice*  and  might  rcafonably  be  prefumed  to  fpeak 
nrn  authority.  He  hoped  he  fhould  either  hear,  that  the 
pwpofcd  Vncteafe  of  feamen  for  the  fervice  of  the  year,  was 
a  temporary  matter,  or  that  there  were  private  reafons  for 
R,  which  poffibly  it  might  not  be  fit  to  communicate  to  that 
Houfe;  because,   unlefs  fome  fuch  anfwer  was  given,  it  ap- 
pealed to  htm  that  the  Houfe  was  juft  as  competent  to  dii- 
au*  the  grounds  of  the  increafe  of  feamen,  as  any  council 
of  the  King,  or  any  other  perfons  whatever. 

Mr.  Hspttns  obferved,  that  from  particular  circumstances  it  Mr.  He 
was  deemed  neceflary  to  keep  ten  Jhips  of  the  line  in  commif-  kini. 
ton,  in  addition  to  the  peace  eftabliihment  hitherto  adopted; 
and  that  as  Admiral  Corniih  was  gone  to  fea  with  a  fquadron 
of  fix  flups,  the  whole  number  of  feamen  neceflary  would 
be  mmch  larger  than  the  number  propofed ;  but  that  when 
Admiral  Corniih  returned,  it  was  intended  to  pay  off  ten 
Aip%  and  therefore  24,000  feamen  was  taken  as  a  medium 
which  upon  the  average  would  ferve  for  the  enfuing  year. 
This  mode  of  ftatement,  Mr.  Hopkins  faid,  clearly  in  his 
fast,  implied  that  it  was  only  to  be  a  temporary  ex- 
and  that  it  was  by  no  means  to  be  confidered  as  a 
nt  eftabliihment. 

Fox  anfwered,  that  this  ftatement  clearly  went  to  Mr.  Fo 

the  firft  of  the  qoeftions  that  lie  had  propofed,  and  which 

whether  the  increafed  vote  of  feamen  arofe  from  the 

nfkance  of  our  not  being  able  to  diiarm  entirely  at 

?     It  theiqfcie  was  to  be  confidered  as  a  part  of  the 

ice  catrfed  by  the  late  armament,  and  as  it  was  exceed- 

y  material  that  the  expenoe  fo  incurred  ihould  be  kept 

m£t  from  the  eipence  of  the  current  ferviceS  of  the  year, 

could  not  hot  obferve  that  it  was,  as  far  as  it  went,  a  de- 

the  promife  made  to  the  Houfe  laft  week  by  a 

honourable  gentleman,  tbat  the  whole  expence  of  the 

fhould  be  fpeciaUy  ftated,  and  its  amount  diftinitly 


Bale  R*ft  aflured  the  Houfe,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Mr.  Roi 
:  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  to  bring  the  eft  i mates 
1  expenoe  of  tfce  armament  before  the  Houfe  in  fuch  a 
at  to  bt  then  fee  what  the  whole  amount  was,  fepa- 
^*&j  mi  diftin&ij  from  any  part  of  the  neceflary  ex- 
penses 
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•pencesof  the  year's  eftablifhment,  andtonu>Veto,vetediaK 
accordingly. 

Mr.  Mon-     'Mr.  Montagu,  contended  that  it  .was  not .  even  prefutndc 

tagu.  that  the- whole  of  the.  expence  of  the  armament  was  .as .  ye 
before  the  Houfe,  all  the  accounts  upon  the- face  of.tbes 

v  profeffing  to  ftate  no  more  than  that  they  were  accounts  m 

the  different  particulars  "  as  far  as  they  coald  be  made  up/ 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  declared,  that  all  for  which  he  wiihed  was, .  thai 
the  Houfe  ftiould  keep  theexponceof  the  armament diitin6tlg 
in  their  view  from  the  current  expences  of  the  entiling  year 
and  from  what  had  been  faid,  it  was  clear  that  the  incceaiex 
expence  of  the  number  of  feamen,  was  imputable  to  the  ar 
tnament  rather  than  to  any  alteration  of  the. policy  of.  thi 
country,  in  cefpe£t  to  what  was  deemed  the  neceflary  peaty 
eftabltfhment. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  (having  entered  immediately  previou 
to  the  laft  remarks  which  were  made  by  Mr.  Fox)  obferved 
that  he  believed  he  had  .heard enough  to  be  able  to  colled .  th 
meaning  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  *°  g« * 
fuch  an  anfwer  as  he  hoped- would  prove  fatisfa&ory.  Tb 
right  honourable  gentleman's  with,  he  conceived,  was  u 
know  whether  the  increafed  number  of  feamen.  was  to.be  af 
crii>ed  to  the  late  armament,  or  to  any  change  of  policy  ii 
the  country  in  refped  to  its  fyitem  of .  force  as  the  prope 
peace  eftabl  id vmeu t.  To  neither  tl^e  one  nor  the  ojther  cool< 
the  increafe  be  exclufively  imputed,  but  partly  to  .both 
InaOnuch  as  it  was  not  poffible  for  Government  to  disarm  sd 
at  once,  undoubtedly  fome  part  of  the  expence  of  the.  in 
creafed  number  of  feamen  might  fairly  be  aicribed  to  tlj 
late  armament :  he  did  not  mean,  however,  to  fay  that  keep 
ing  up  fuch  a  number  of  feamen  was.  (o\t\y  owing  to  thi 
event ;  he  made  no  fcruple  to  declare  that  there  were  circus 
•fiances  in  the  prefent  fituation  of'  Europe  which  occafiom 
His  Majefty'sMimfters  to  think  it  neceflary  to  keep.  up. a 
armament,  for  a  time,  of  an  increafed  extent,  to  what*.wei 
the  affairs  of' Europe  otherwife  fituated,  they  sfliould 
-deemed  neceflary,  but  the  additional, expence,  be  tru: 
would  be  only  temporary,  and  a  few  months,  perhaps,  w 
bring  its  neceflity  to  a  period. 

Mr.  Fox.      Mr.  Fox  fuppofed  that,  from  this  fair  explanation,  he 

*  now  to  under  ft  and  from  the- King's  Mjnifter  that  it  was 
to  be  a  temporary  expence,  but  that  there  werereafans 
an  addition  to  what  had  been  heretofore  deemed  an  adeq 
peace  eftablifhment.     Under  that  explanation  ■  he  ita 
cheerfully  vote  for  the  24,000 feamen. 

Mr.  Pitt,      -Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  de  fired  to  be  correflly  underA 
the  24,000  feamen  had  not  been  moved. in  the  Coma 

*  Supply  under  the  idea  of  a  permanent  peace  eftabUflmu 


^  1790.  DEBATES.  49 

nor  wu  it  meant  to  hold  out  the  idea  that  when  the  ptefent 
circumftances  altered,  it  would  be  right  to  go  back  to  the 
former  peace  eftablifhment.  All  that  he  wilhed  was,  that 
the  Houfe  Jhould  afcribe  the  increafed  vote  of  feamen  to  its 
frae  caofe,  which  he  had  before  described.  'I  hey  had  in 
that  Houfe  frequently  heard  a  great  deal  of  a  well-known  Re- 
port relative  to  the  ftate  of  our  national  finances,  compared 
with  the  amount  of  the  national  expenditure,  tie  took  that 
oocafion,  therefore,  to  obferve,  that  they'  were  then  come 
to  2  year*  when  it  would  be  necefTary  to  examine  the  fub- 
jeft,  and  by  a  revifion  of  the  whole,  afcertain  how  far  the 
Report  to  which  he  had  alluded  was  correct  with  regard  to 
the  peace  eftablifhment  fit  for  this  country  to  adopt  and  ad- 
here to,  and  it  was  peculiarly  proper  to  begin  a  new  Par- 
liament with  bringing  forward  the  con  Oder  at  ion  of  thofe 
topes;  a  precife  knowledge  of  which  was,  at  that  time,  not 
Iffs  important  for  them  to  poffefs,  than  eafy  to  obtain.  Un- 
it that  idea,  Mr.  Pitt  declared,  he  (hould  take- the  moil 
formal  means  of  comparing  the  expenditure  with  the  income, 
aoj  bringing  the  matter  in  detail  under  the  confideration  of 
the  Houfe. 

The  refblutions  of  the  Committee  were  then,  upon  the 
paction  being  pat,  read  a  fecond  time,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt9  after  fome  previous  remarks,  pro-  Mr.  Pitt, 
pofcd  to  take  the  copy  of  the  convention  with  the  Court  of 
tyaio,  and  the  other  papers  relative  to  if,  then  before  the 
Hocfe,  into  confideration  upon  the  following  Wednefday 
fe'nmght.  He  added,  that  an  intimation  had  been  given  of 
an  intention  to  move  for  papers  farther  explanatory  of  the 
convention,  and  the  negotiation  refpe&ing  it.  Whether 
Jayfoch  motion  was  intended,  he  could  not  poffibly  fay; 
hit  being  of  opinion,  for  one,  that  no  papers,  excepting 
thofe  already  before  the  Houfe,  could  be  necef&ry,  and  that 
the  convention  on  the  face  of  it  afforded  fufficient  grounds 
to  enable  the  Houfe  to  come  to  an  approving  vote,  he  mould 
certainly  oppofe  any  fuch  motion,  and  he  hoped  the  majority 
of  the  Houfe  would  vote  with  him  ;  but  at  any  rate,  he  faw 
*o  teafon  why  the  motion  for  papers,  fliould  any  be  moved 
fer»  might  not  come  on  the  fame  day  with  the  confideration 
of  the  convention. 

Mr.  Grey  declared  it  was  his  intention  to  move  for  fuch  Mr.Grey. 
pipers  relative  to  the  convention,  as  he  thought  abfolutely 
neceflary  for  the  information  of  the  Houfe,  previous  to 
their  entering  on  a  difcuffion  of  the  fubjedt  of  the  conven- 
tion ;  he  hoped,  therefore,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
would  poftpone  his  intended  motion  for  the  confideration  of 
Reconvention  till  a  future  day  ;  or  at  Ieaft,  that  he  would 
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fuffer  his  motion  for  papers  to  have  the  precedency,  an 
come  on  firft 
Mr-  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  he  had  no  obje&ic 
to  let  the  honourable  gentleman's  motion  for  papers  coo 
on  firft;  but  as  that  motion  might  be  negatived,  (and  I 
hoped  it  would,  being  of  opinion  that  more  papers  were  ui 
lieceflary,  and  that  the  convention,  prima  facie,  afforded  fa 
ficient  grounds  to  decide  upon  its  merits)  the  confide  ratk 
of  it  would  very  properly  follow  the  difpofal  of  the  rnotic 
for  papers. 

Mr.  Pitt  thinking  a  formal  order  of  the  Houfe  necefTar 
moved,  "  That  the  copy  of  the  convention,  and  the  oth 
**  papers  relative  theteto,  laid  upon  the  table  by  His  M 
.**  jetty's  commands,  be  taken  into  consideration  next  Moi 
f  day."    Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVcdnefday,  Ztb  December. 

Mr.  Fox  prefented  a  petition,  figned  by  feveral  ele&ors 
Weftminfter,  again  ft  the  determination  of  the  Seledfc  Cot 
m  it  tee  on  the  right  of  elefl  ion.     The  fame  being  read,  w 
ordered  to  be  taken  into  con  fide  rat  ion  on  the  28th  day 
February  next. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox,  when  he  prefented  the  above  petition,  obferve 
that  he  had,  laft  year,  told  the  fubferibers  that  he  confide 
ed  the  petition  to  be  a  work  of  fupererogation,  and  perfefi 

•  unneceflary,  but  as  they  perfifted   in  tbeir  wiih  to  have 

prefented,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  comply  with  their  1 

Jueft,  and  imputed  their  perfeverance  in  their  opinion  to 
etermination  to  put  their  fen fe  of  the  matter,  to  which  t 
petition  referred,   beyond  all  queftiori. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tburfday,  tyh  December. 

The  following  paper  was,  this  day,  prefented  ; 

fc  To  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain, 
Parliament  aflembled. 

«  The  Petition  of  JOHN  HORNE  TOOKE,  Efq. 

**  She  wet  h, 

"  THAT  your  petitioner  now  is,  and  at  the  time  of  t 
laft  eledlion  for  Weftminfter  was,  an  ele&or  for  Weftminft 
and  a  candidate?  t«  reprefent  the  faid  city  and  liberty  in  t 
prefent  Parliament.  That  in  the  faid  city  and  liberty  tht 
are  feventeen  thoufand,  two  hundred  and  ninety-one  hpui 
holders  rated  in  the  parifh  books  unreprefented  in  Part 
ment,  and  without  the  means  of  being  reprefented  there 

althouj 
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although,  by  direct  and  indirect  taxation,  they  contribute 
to  the  revenue  of  the  State  very  confiderably  more  than  thofe 
who  fend  a  hundred  Members  to  Parliament.     That  at  each 
of  the  three  laft  elections  for  Weftminfter,  (viz.  in  1784,  in 
1788,  and  in  1790,)  notorioufly  deliberate  outrage,  and  pur- 
pofely  armed  violence  was  ufed  ;  and  at  each  of  thofe  elec- 
tions murder  was  committed :  That  for  thefe  part  outrages* 
as  if  there  were  no  Attorney  General,  no  Government,  arid 
no  Legiflatnre  in  the  land,  not  the  leaft  redrefs  has  been  ob- 
tained, not  the  leaft  puniftunent,  nor  even  the  leaft  cenfure 
\    inflicted,  nor  has  any  remedy  whatever  been  appointed  or 
I    menipted,  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  fimilar  outrages  in 
\    faiure:  That,  at  the  election  for  Weftminfter,  in  1784,  a 
J    fcrntiny  was  demanded  on  behalf  of  Sir  Cecil  Wray,  which 
/   ras  granted  611  the.  17th  of  May,  1784,  and  with  the  ap- 
/    probation  or  direction  of  the  then  Houfe  of  Commons  was 
I     continued  till  the  third  of  March,  1785,  when  a  very  fmall 
t    comparative  progrefs  having  been  made,  (viz.  through  the 
j    (Small  parifh  of  St.  Anne,  and  not  entirely  through  Si.  Mar* 
\    tin's,  leaving  totally  untouched  the  parifhes  of  St.  George, 
St.  James,  St.  Margaret,  St.  John,  St.  Paul  Covent  Garden, 
\     St.  Mary  le  Strand,  St.  Clement,  and  St.  Martin  le  Grand,) 
I    the  faid  (crutiny  was,  by  the  direction  or  approbation  of  the 
Hoafc  of  Commons,  relinquilhed  without  effect,  after  having 
\    lifted  ten  months,  and  with  an  ex  pence  to  Sir  Cecil  Wray 
of  many  thoufand  pounds  more  than  appears  by  fome  late 
proceedings  in  Chancery  to  be  the  allowed  average  price  of 
a  perpetual  feat  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  where  feats  for 
legislation  are  as  notorioufly  rented  and  bought  as  the  {land- 
ings for  cattle  at  a  fair. 

u  That  on  the  election  for  Weftminfter  in  1788, 'there 
fceing  an  abfolute  and  experienced  impoffibility  of  determin- 
ing the  choice  of  the  electors  by  a  fcrutiny  before  the  return-* 
j  jog  officer,  a  petition  again  ft  the  return  was  prefented  to  the 
then  Hoofe  of  Commons,  by  Lord  Hood,  and  another  peti- 
tion alfo  againft  the  return  was  prefented  by  curtain  electors 
of  Weftminfter,  and  a  Committee  was  in  confequence  ap- 
pointed, which  commenced  its  proceedings  on  Friday,  April 
the  3d,  1789,  and  continued  till  June  the  18th,  1789,  when 
the  Committee,  (as  able  and  refpectable  as  ever  were  fworn  to 
try  and  determine' the  matter  of  any  petition)  on  their  oaths 
"Refolved,  that  from  the  progrefs  which  the  Committee  have 
•  hitherto  been  enabled  to  make  fince  the  commencement  of 
u  their  proceeding,  as  well  as  from   an  attentive  confide-  # 

m  ration  of  the  different  circumftances  relating  to  the  cau'e, 
u  a  fifol  decifion  of  the  bufinefs  before  them  cannot  take 
u  place  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  feffions,  and  that  not 
"  improbably  the  whole  of  the  prefent  Parliament  may  he 

H  2  "confumed  _ 
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u  confumed  in  a  tedious  and  expensive  litigation." — "  RA 
"  folved,  that  fiom  the  neceflary  length  of  the  proceed ini 
"  and  from  the  approach  of  a  general  ele6Hon,  which  muj 
€i  occur  not  later  than  Spring  1791,  (nearly  two  years  mors 
"  the  profecution  of  the  caufe  on  the  part  of  the  petitionej 
"  promifes  to  be  fruitlefs,  as  far  as  it  refpeds  the  reprefei! 
u  tation  of  Weftminfter  in  the  ptefent  Parliament. *— "  K< 
"'  folved,  that  it  be  recommended  to  the  petitioners  to  with 
"  draw  their  petitions  under  the  fpecial  circumftances  of  tti 
€€  cafe."      That    (notwithftanding'  this  extraordinary,   an 
perhaps  unparalleled,  application  from  a  Court  of  Juftice  t 
its  fuitors)  Lord  Hood,  and   the  other  petitioners,  having 
refufed  to  withdraw  their  refpedtfve  petitions,  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee  continued  till  the  6th  of  July,   1 789, 
when  a  very  fmall  comparative  progrefs having  been  made,  thi 
petitioners,  from  a  convidion  of  the  impofiibility  of  any  de- 
cifion  by  the  Committee,  were  compelled  to  abandon  theii 
petitions  without  any  efleft,  or  tendency  towards  efie£t,  af- 
ter a  tedious  and  expenfive  litigation  of  three  months  and 
three  days  ;  and  with  an  expence  to  the  petitioning  caridi* 
date  of  more  than  14,000!. 

"  That  under  thefe  circumftances,  as  the  petitioner  de- 
clined demanding  a  fcrutiny  before  the  Returning  Officer,'  Co 
is  he  compelled  to  difclaim  all  fcrutiny  before  a  Committee 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  For  although  that  afl  (the  loth 
ofGeorgethellld  )  by  which  the  faid  Committee  is  appointed, 
recites  in  its  preamble,  that  "  Whereas  the  prefent  mode  of 
"  decifion  upon  petitions  complaining  of  undue  ele&ions  or 
«c  returns  of  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament,  frequently  ob- 
*  ftrudts  public  bufinefs,  occafions  much  expence,  trouble, 
«c  and  delay  to  the  parties,  &c.  for  remedy  thereof,  &c* 
yet  it  would  be  lefs  expenfive  and  lefs  ruinous  to  the  petf- 
tioner  to  be  impeached,  even  according  to  the  prefent  mode 
of  conducing  impeachments,  and  to  beconvi&ed  too  of  real 
crimes,  than  to  be  guilty  of  attempting  to  obtain  juftice  for 
himfelf,  and  the  injured  ele&ors  of  Weftminfter,  by  the  only 
mode  of  decifion  which  the  new  remedial  ftatute  (the  it>th  of 
George  the  II Id.)  has  appointed  for  that  purpofe,  however 
_  v.  ell  adapted  that  mode  of  decifion  may  be  to  fettle  the  difpnt- 

ed  claims  of  the  proprietors  of  fmall  boroughs,  for  whofe 
Dfurped  and  fmuggled  intereft  alone  the  framers  of  that  bill, 
and  of  thofe  bills  which  have  been  fince built  upon  it,  feem 
to  have  hard  any  real  concern 

"  That  by  the  9th  of  Anne,  chap.  5,  the  right  of  eleQors 
(before  unlimited  bv  qualification  in  the  obje£b  of  their 
choice)  is  reft  rifled  in  cities  and  boroughs,  to  citizens  and 
btirgefles  refpe<5rively  having  an  eftate,  freehold,  or  copy* 
hold    for  their  own  rtfpcftivc  lives,  of  the  annual  value  of 

thre* 


JLr;9&  DEBATES.  S3 

three  hundred  pounds  above  reprizes.  That  this  very  mo* 
fate  reftriSion,  (however  vicious  in  its  principle)  leaving 
ill  citizens  and  burgefles  eligible  poffefiing  life  eftates,  free- 
hold or  copyhold  of  the  annual  value  of  three  hundred 
pounds,  will  henceforth  ferve  only  as  a  fnare  to  the  candi- 
date, and  a  mockery  of  the  eledors,  if  fuch  candidate  pof- 
fefinga  life  eftate  of  three  hundred  pounds  a  year,  mud  ex- 
pend fifty  thou  fan  d  pounds  (and  there  is  no  probable  appear- 
ance that  a  hundred  thoufand  pounds  would  be  fufficient)  in 
attempting,  by  a  tedious,  expenfive,  and  ineffectual  litiga- 
tion, tofuftain  the  choice  of  his  conftituents,  and  to  prove 
ymUfddyeleaed. 

u  That  though  the  petitioner  complains  (as  he  hereby 
docs)  of  the  undue  eleflion  and  return  of  Lord  Hood  and 
the  right  honourable  Charles  Fox,  to  this  prefent  Parliament, 
iwthe  city  and  liberty  of  Weftminfter,  yet  is  the  petiti- 
oner, by  a  perfecution  and  prescription  of  more  than  twenty 
years,  difabled  from  making  that  pecuniary  facrifice,  which 
ly  the  prefent  new  mode  of  inveftigation  is  (and  ought  not 
to  be)  neceffary  effectually  to  prove  fuch  undue  return  ;  and 
jet  the  petitioner  fully  trufts,  that  notwithflanding  a  very 
peatmajority  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  (for  fo  it  ft  ill  con- 
tinues to  be  fly  led)  are  not,  as  they  ought  to  be,  ele&ed  by 
the  Commons  of  this  realm,  (in  any  honeft  meaning  of  the 
•ord  u  Commons")  and  muft  therefore  naturally  and  neceffa- 
lily  have  a  bias  and  intereft  againft  a  fair  and  real  reprefen- 
tatioo  of  the  People;  vet  the  petitioner  fully  trufts,  that 
he  flull  be  able  to  lay  before  a  Committee,  u  chofen  and  fworn 
totry  and  determine  the  matter  of  this  petition,"  evidence  of 
fort  a  nature,  as  that  the  Committee  will,  on  their  oaths, 
11  think  proper  to  report  to  the  Houfe  fome  refolution  or  refe- 
ctions, other  than  the  determination  of  the  return,  and  that 
the  Houfe  will  make  fuch  order  thereon  as  to  them  fliall  feem 
proper*  And  the  petitioner  doubts  not,  that  as  an  eleftor 
ttleaft,  hefliall,  in  confequence,  receive  fuch  redrefs  as  will 
I*  orach  more  important  to  him,  and  to  the  ele&ors  of  Weft- 
fcinfter,  than  any  determination  of  the  return." 

When  it  had  been  read  by  Mr.  Hatfel, 

Mr.  Pifoiary  rofe,  and  contended  againft  the  impropriety  Mr. 
rf  referring  the  petition  to  any  Committee,  becaufe,  al-  Pultewy. 
"fcogh  if  did  complain  of  an  undue  election  and  return,  yet 
taeobjed  of  the  petitioner  did  not  appear  to  be  the  obtain- 
J^t  of  that  redrefs  which  a  Committee  of  the  Houfe,  con- 
ftftnted  under  the  authority  of  Mr.  Grenville's  aft,  was  en- 
•W  to  give,  but  rather  to  be  an  invention,  the  ohjeft  of 
wfcchwai  ultimately  to  frame  a  bill  fur  the  general  reform 
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of  parliamentary  reprefentation,  aad  therefore,  Mr.  Pulte- 
ney  faid,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  that  fort  of  petition 
which  theLegiflature  had  in  its  contemplation  when  it  palled 
Mr.  Granville's  adi. 
Mr.  Mr.  Jckyll  obferved,  that  whilft  he  coincided  with  the  ien- 

Jekyll.    timents  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  he  could 
not  avoid  adding,  with  equal  indignation  and  aftoniihmenl* 
that  the  petition  was  full  of  matter  libellous  to  the  confuta- 
tion of  that  Houfe,  and  extremely  impertinent  and  irrelevant 
4f        to  the  view  with  which  eleftion  petitions  were  ufuaily  pre- 
.    fented.     He  therefore  thought  that  no  day  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  balloting  for  a  Committee  to  try  its  merits,  but 
that  notice  fhould  be  taken  of  the  infult  conveyed  in  the  ex- 
traordinary language  of  the   petition,  and  a  cenfure  pafled 
upon  it  from  the  Chair.     Mr.  Jekyll  appealed  to  the  Speaker, 
whether,  verfrd  as  he  undoubtedly  was,  in  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges, and  rules  and  forms  of  proceeding  in  that  Houfe,  he 
had  ever  heard  fuch  a  petition  read  before  ?  Petitioners  ought 
to  come  there  with  clean  hands,  and  not  load  their  petitions 
with  matter  that  was  irrelevant,  impertinent,  and  libellous  ; 
for  fuch  he  deemed  the  fubftance  and  the  language  of  the 
prefent  petition  to  be  fraught  with.     However  well  its  com* 
pofition  might  be,  and  however  fit  to  rank  with  the  philo- 
logical Diverfions  of  Purley,  he  was  fatisfied  that  no  day 
ought  to  be  appointed  for  it  to  be  taken  into  confideration, 
for  which  realon  he  moved  that  it  be  reje&ed  wiih  fcorn  and 
contempt. 
Mailer  of       The  Mafler  of  the  Rolls  faid,  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
the  Rolls.. Was  f0  ambiguoufly   worded,   that  there  was  fcarcely  any 
(knowing  what  the  petition  meant.     If  he  recolle&ed  rightly, 
there  was  the  phrafe  "  other  than,"  towards  the  end  of  it, 
but  then  the  petitioner  complained  likewifeof  an  undue  elec- 
tion and  return. 

The  petition  having  been  in  part  read  again,  - 
The  The  Speaker  obferved,  that  with  regard  to  the  ftyle  of  the 

Speaker,  petition,  he  believed  there  could  be  only  one  opinion  in  that 
Houfe.  Every  Member  who  wiftied  to  fuftain  the  dignity 
of  character  which  every  honeft  man  muft  be  anxious  to  pre- 
ferve,  would  naturally  feel  the  fame  fentiment  on  having 
heard  fuch  an  outrage  upon  decency,  and  fuch  an  Impudently 
marked  contempt  of  that  Houfe  as  the  petition  amounted  to  J 
and. therefore  the  confideration  would  eafily  be  decided  upon : 
but  there  was  another  matter  relative  to  the  petition,  and 
that  was,  as  the  petition  complained  of  an  undue  ele&ion  and 
return,  whether  the  Houfe  could  get  fid  of  it  under  theim- 
.perative  words  of  the  aft,  and  whether  they  were  not  cony 
.pelled  to  name  a  day  for  its  confideration,  under  theexpreft 
.words  of  the  claufe  which  had  been  read  at  the  tablet 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  admitted  that  the  petition  #ds  un-  Mr.  Pitt.    * 
doubtedly  an  outrage  upon  decency,  arid  a  libel  upon  Par- 
liament; bat  lie  trufted  that  the  character  of  that  Houfe 
was,  at  all  times,    fo   fuperior  to   fuch  an  attack,  that  it 
would,  perhaps,   be  defcending  too  low,  to  notice  it  at  alL 
Witji  regard  to  appointing  a  day  for  confidering  it,  the  let- 
tfrof  the  law,  which  prescribed  the  rules  of  proceeding  in 
all  cafes  of  deft  ion  petitions,  muft  be  obeyed.     Whether 
any  notice  fhould  he  taken  of  the  violent  outrage  upon  their 
dignity,  or  whether  it  fhould  be  treated  with  contefnpt  and 
feorn,  was  a  queft  km  for  another  day,  when,  if  the  contempt 
and  fcorn  it  merited  were  not  Sufficient  in  the  eyes  of  any 
gentleman,  other  modes  of  faverity  and  punifhment  were  in 
their  power ;  but  the  queftion  then  immediately  before  them 
was,  whether  the  words  of  the  aft  of  Parliament,  which 
were  clearly  imperative,  did   not  leave  the  Houfe  without 
any  option,    and  made  it   impoffible   that  they  fhould  aft 
othenrife  than  name  a  day  for  the  confideration  of  the  pre- 
fcnt  petition* 

Mr.  Pulteney  ftill  contended  that  the  petition  ought  to  be  Mr. 
Tejecled,  which  he  the  rather  advifed,  fince  no  injury  could  Polteuey . 
be  done  to  the  petitioner  by  it,  as  he  might  offer  another  pe- 
tition properly  drawn  up  and  fit  for  the  Houfe  to  entertain 
Wore  the  fourteen  days,  to  which  the  receipt  of  eleftion  pe- 
titions was  limited,  fhould  have  expired.  To  srgue  that, 
becaofe  the  petitioner  had  ufed  the  words  that  "  he  com- 
plained of  an  undue  election  and  return,"  in  a  petition, 
which  ftates  that  the  petitioner  had  no  hopes  of  redrefs  from 
a  Committee  of  that  Hoofe,  and  that  they  are  unable  to  af- 
ford him  redrefs,  for  that  Mr.  Grenville's  aft  only  referred 
to  the  elections  in  fmall  boroughs,  the  Houfe  muft  entertain 
foch  a  petition  as  that  was,  could  only  be  confidered  as  a 
mere  mockery. 

Mr.  Bearcroft  faid,  that  the  petition  did  not  appear  to  him  Mr. 
to  be  foch  a  petition  as  came  under  the  aft  of  Parliament,  Bearcroft. 
which  that  Houfe  undoubtedly  would,  with  great  nicety  and 
icropuloufnefs,  obey ;  but  they  were  not  bound  fo  rigidly 
to  obey  that  or  any  other  aft  of  Parliament  as  unheceffarily 
to  adopt  a  libel  upon  themfelves,  who  were  the  only  Court 
capable  of  trying  the  merits  of  the  petition,  if  it  were  fit 
that  it  fhould  be  tried  :  every  Court  had  its  difcretionas  to 
certain  points.  Suppofe  any  mah  were  to  draw  a  bill  of  in- 
dictment to  be  prefented  to  a  grand  jury,  and  inftead  of  the 
mere  proper  fubjeft  matter,  when  fuch  a  bill  were  prefented, 
*  grand  jury  were  to  find  a  libel  upon  their  foreman  and  fe- 
deral of  the  jury,  fluffed  into  the  middle  of  the  bill  of  in- 
di&nent,  would  not  the  grand  jury  rejeft  fuch  bill,  and 
lain  of  it  as  a  libel  to  the  Court  before  whom  the  in- 
dictments 
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dements  they  found  were  to  be  tried,  who  would  not  only 
fay  they  did  right  to  rejeft  it,  but  punifh  the  party  ;  fo  irt 
the  prefent  cafe,  the  petition  ought,  in  his  mind,  to  be  re  - 
jedled. 
Matter  of      The  Mafter  of the  Rolls  thought  that  if  the  petition  were 
the  Rolls,  much  more  extravagant  and  abufive  than  it  was,  if  it  put  in 
iflue  the  complaint  of  an  undue  ele£Hon   and  return,  the"1 
Houfe  were  bound  to  entertain  it,  and  fix  a  day  for  its  con- 
fideration.     The  whole  queftion  was,  whether  it  did  put  the 
complaint  of  an  undue  e  led  ion  and  return  in  iffue  ?    It  cer- 
tainly complained  of  an  undue  ele&ion  and  return,  and  he 
was  almoft  inclined  to  agree  with  the  honourable  gentleman 
over  the  way  (Mr.  Pulteney)  that  it  did  not  put  the  com- 
plaint in  uTue ;  at  any  rate,  it  relied  on  the  ftrange  phrafe 
"  other  than/'  but  if  thofe  words  were  to  be  underftood  to 
mean  the  fame  as  the  word  "  befides,"  he  fhould  thinjc  the 
complaint  was  put  in  ilTue;  and  therefore  he  would  advife  to 
refer  fo  much  of  the  petition  to  the  Committer,  and  no 
more. 
Sir  Wm.       Sir  fVtlliam  Young  wi/hed  the  Houfe  to  confine  themfelves 
Young,     to  the  point  whether  the  petition  came  fo  ftriftly  within  the 
purview  of  the  a£t  of  Parliament,  that  a  day  mud  be  fixed 
for  its  confideration.    The  petition  did  not  come  within  the 
purview  of  the  a£t  of  Parliament,  fince  the  hearing  a  peti- 
tion, as  dire&ed  by  the  ad,  muft  be  conftrued  to  the  hear- 
ing a  petition  that  was  a  petition,  if  he  might  fo  phrafe  it;# 
but  a  petition  without  a  petition,  did  not  fall  within  the  a£L* 
In  the  prefent  cafe,  the  petition  had  no  petition  in  it ;  it  al- 
ledged  many  extraneous  matters,  and  complained  of  an  undue 
ele&ion,  but  its  prayer  was  not  that  the  return  might  be  fet 
aiide;  it  profefled  that  the  petitioner  had  no  hopes  that    it 
would  be  fet  afide,  but  ftated  other  expectations  wholly  fo- 
reign to  that  objeft.    .Sir  William  faid,  he  could  not  of  a 
fudden  refer  the  Houfe  to  precedents,  but  he  recolledled  one 
about  the  year  1743,  when  a  petition  from  Maidftoneto  that 
Houfe  had  been  prefented.     That  petition  contained  imper- 
tinent words  and  reflexions  on  the  Houfe,  which  were  fe- 
verely  taken  up,  and  the  parties  punifhed. 
Mr.  Mr.  Morris  (Member  for  Calne)  analyfed  the  petition,  to 

Morris,  prove  that  it  was  not  fuch  as  any  of  thofe  which  were  pro- 
.  perl y  denominated  ele&ion  petitions.  It  did  not  alledge  a 
fMfe  or  a  double  return,  corruption  and  bribery  in  the  can- 
didates, undue  influence  in  the  returning  officer,  nor  any 
other  of  the  ufual  allegations.  It  began  with  complaining 
that  feventeen  thoufand  houfeholders  had  no  right?  to  vote, 
not  that  they  had  voted  without  having  the  right;  nor,  that 
"having  the  right,  they  had  been  prevented  from  exercifing 
their  franchife. 

'    Mr. 
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Mr.  F*x  admitted  that  the  aft  of  Parliament    in  queftion  Mr.  Fox. 

was  an  ad  concerning  the  obedience  to  which  that  Houfe 

woo  Id  proceed  with  great  circumfpection.     It  was,  indeed, 

an  2&  that  ought  to  be  ftridtly  obeyed,  as  to  the  letter  of  if, 

ky  that  Houfe.     Having  heard  the  petition  read  three  times, 

he  was  fure  it  did  complain  of  an  undue  election  and  return, 

tat  as  another  learned  gentleman  had  well  obferved,  it  did 

not  put  the  complaint  to  iffue.     The  queftion  therefore  was, 

£d  the  law  require  that  each  petition  mould  put  the  com* 

plaint  it  alledged  in  iffue  ?    Moft  certainly    it   did  not.     It 

eipreffly  enacted    and    directed,  that  the  Houfe  fhould  refer 

all  petitions  complaining  of  an  undue  election  and 'return  to 

tht  mvcftigation  of  a  Committee.     The  Houfe  was  bound  to    ■ 

obey  that   direction,  and  had    no  right,  upon  the  plea  q(  a 

petition  containing  irrelevant  matter  mixed  with  a  complaint 

of  an  undue  election,  to  make  that  a  pretence  for  a  {Turning  to 

themfelves  a  right  to  exercife  a  difcretion  which  the  law  of 

the  land  had  taken  out   of  their  hands.     If  they  once  broke 

through  the  act,  they  would  by  degrees  render  themfelves 

Anoxious  to  the  imputation  that  they  were  defirous  of  get* 

ting  back  thofe  factions,  which  were  ftated  to  have  been  fo 

iroch  abufed  before  Mr.  Grenville's  act  paffed,  an  imputation 

which  it  was  their  duty  moft  fcrupuloufly  to  avoid.     He 

Jhould,  therefore,   vote  for  referring  the  petition  to  a  Com* 

mittee.    Ons   thing  was   in  their  judgement,  and  that  he 

Jhould  recommend  to  the  Houfe  on  this  occafion  to  exercife— 

the  time  when  any  petition  mould  be   taken  into  confidera- 

tioiu    They  had  a  right,  at  their  pleafure,  to  fix  what  day 

theychofe  for  the  confideration  of  the  petition  juft  prefent- 

ed,  and  from  the  peculiarity  of  the  cafe,  and  Angular  ftyle 

rf  the  petition,  he  fhould  iope  that  the  Houfe  would  not 

take  a  diftant  day,  but,  on  the  contrary,  fix  on  as  early  a  day 

aspofilble. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  he  was  inclined  to 
toteruin  fome  doubts  upon  the  fubject,  when  he  heard  re-  M  Pirt. 
ipodable  perfons  differ  in  opinion,  but  that  he  was  happy 
to  find  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him 
thought  as  he  had  ftated  his  opinion  to  be  in  his'  former 
Speech.  He  agreed  entirely  with  that  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman, whole  obfervations  had  great  weight  in  them,  and 
particularly  the  fuggeftion  towards  the  end  of  the  right  ho* 
koooarable  gentleman's  fpeech,  concerning  the  propriety  of 
naming  an  early  day.  He  declared  he  had  then  read  the 
concluding  words  of  the  petition  carefully,  and  it  was  clear 
to  him  that  the  Houfe  had  no  option,  but  were  compelled  to 
itfer  it  to  a  Committee.  He  put  the  cafe,  that  a  petitioner 
had  Alertly  and  nakedly  inferted  in  his  petition,  that  he 
coopbioed  of  an  undue  election  and  return,  and  faid  nothing 

Vol.  XX  VIII.  I  more? 
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more-  Would  the  Houfe  have  rejefted  it  ?  He  believed  not 
As  to  the  libellous  matter,  and  the  extraordinary  and  inde* 
cent  outrage  upon  the  Houfe,  it  did  not  alter  the  complaint 
of  an  undue  election  and  return,  and  every  gentleman  knew 
that  their  Committees  had  the  power,  and  frequently  did 
make  fpecial  reports  in  fpecial  cafes.  In  their  repoit,  the 
Committee  raoft  probably  would  take  proper  notice  of  the 
libel,  and  hold  the  libeller  out  to  punifhment;  and  if  they 
fliould  not,  it  would  then  be  time  enough  for  the  Houfe  to 
do  whatever  fhould  appear  to  them  to  be  proper,  and  in  fa 
doing,  the  right  would  devolve  to  them  regularly,  after 
having  obeyed  the  aft  of  Parliament.  But  the  petitionee 
had  ftated,  that,  in  confequence  of  the  profcriptton  he  had 
buffered  for  near  twenty  years,  he  was  di fabled  from  defray- 
ing thofe  expences  heceffary  to  carry  on  a  trial  of  the  merits 
or  a  petition  before  a  Committee.  What  was  that,  but  his 
own  fuppofition  ?  He  might  be  in  an  error  as  to  the  amount 
of  that  expence.  A  petitioner  might  be  an  ignorant  man  in 
an  error ;  not  that  he  meant  to  ftate  the  prefent  petitioner 
as  an  ignorant  man  ;  he  well  knew  that  he  was  not  ;  but  it 
was  pofiible  for  an  ignorant  petitioner,  through  an  error  of 
his  judgement,  to  alledge  as  a  reafon  for  thinking  he  could 
not  profecute  the  trial  of  the  merits  of  his  petition,  what  the 
Houfe  would  know  was  not  founded,  and  therefore  by  no 
means  fit  ground  for  the  Houfe  to  aft  upon,  and  difobey  the 
pofitive  letter  of  an  aft  of  Parliament.  He  hoped,  for 
that,  and  other  reafong,  that  there  would  be  but  one  opinio*, 
and  that  would  operate  again  ft  fwerving  from  the  aft.  What 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  which  was  of  the 
greateft  weight  with  him,  was,  that  they  ought  not  to  let 
in  the  opportunity  of  refuming  by  degrees  thofe  functions 
which  the  law  ©i  the  land  had  clearly  taken  out  of  their 
hands.  When  the  Committee  fliould  make  their  report? 
they  might  ftate  the  libel ;  it  would  then  be  for  them  to 
ftffert  the  honour  of  the  Houfe,  enforce  the  refpeft  due  to 
them,  and  punifh  the  offence.  He  mod  perfectly  agreed, 
that  the  day  of  confideration  fhould  be  as  early  as  poffible, 
that  the  petitioner  might  be  bound  to  enter  a  recognizance, 
and  abide  the  confequence  of  his  petition. 

A  motion  was  then  made,  "  That  this  petition  be  taken 
u  into  confideration  on  Tuefday  the  24th  day  of  May  next." 

An  amendment  was  propofed,  by  inferring  "  the  4th  day* 
u  of  February  next;"  and  the  fame  was,  upon  the  qucftio* 
put,  ordered  accordingly. 
Mr.Burkc  Mr.  Burke  adverting  'to  {he  nece&ty  of  a  fee r  raining  the 
mode  of  proceeding  on  the  impeachment  of  Governor  Haf* 
tings,  now  depending  before  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  obferrebV 
that  there  could  be  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  iw 

portaftct 
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portance  and  magnitude  of  the  object,  fince  it  might  affe& 
the  judicature  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  the  very  exift- 
aice  of  the  Conftitution  itfelf.  His  wifh,  therefore,  was 
to  form  what  he  fliould  propofe  rather  fuitably  to  the  gra- 
vity of  the  matter,  than  to  any  difficulty  that  might  be 
conceived  to  exift  in  the  thing  itfelf,  becaufe  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  doubt  on  the  fubjedt  of  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  that  Houfe  was  harboured  in  the  prefent  cafe.  He 
had  looked  back  to  fuch  precedents  of  former  impeachments 
as  had  been  attended  with  circumstances  at  all  fimilar  to 
Uiofe  which  had  attended  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
and  the  precedent  he  fhould  fele£t  would  be  a  precedent 
taken  from  the  time  when  the  privileges  of  that  J-Ioufe  were 
beft  understood,  from  a  time  when  the  moft  constitutional 
Hocfe  of  Commons  that  ever  fat  was  in  exigence;  in  1678, 
when  that  Houfe,  which  in  a  former  Parliament  that  had 
been  firil  prorogued  and  afterwards  diflblved,  had  proceeded 
to  inquire  into  the  date  of  the  impeachments  of  Lord  Arun- 
del,  Lord  Powys,  Lord  Petrie,  Lord  Bellafyfe,  and  Lord 
Danby.  At  that  time  the  Houfe  of  Commons  made  an 
order,  that  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  infpedt  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  laft  Parliament,  to  inquire  and  report  the  ftate 
of  the  impeachments  of  the  laft  Paliament,  and  report  it 
en  die  morrow.  The  only  objection  to  that  precedent  was 
the  too  great  generality  of  it,  which  the  nature  of  the  cafe 
then  called  for,  and  which  it  was  wife  for  that  Houfe  of 
Commons  to  adopt,  though  it  would  be  unwife  for  them  to 
folbw  it  implicitly  at  prefent.  In  1678,  the  oHedt  of  the 
Houfe  was  twofold ;  to  afcertain  the  ftate  of  the  profecution 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  Popifh  plot,  and  alfo  of  the  profe- 
cution of  the  impeachments  of  the  noble  Lords  whom  he 
had  mentioned*  It  was  therefore  wife  in  that  Houfe  to 
make  thtrtr  refolution  general,  but  he  fhould  only  follow  it 
in  its  principle  as  his  object  was  a  fingle  one.  Having  faid 
thus  much,  Mr.  Burke  read  his  intended  motion,  as  follows 
•*•"  That  this  Houfe  will  to-morrow  fe'n night  refolve  itfelf 
**  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  take  into  con* 
u  fideration  the  ftate  in  which  the  impeachment  of  Warren 
tf  Haftings,  Efq.  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  was 
u  left  at  the  diflblution  of  the  laft  Parliament."  When  that 
Committee  fhould  have  made  its  report,  it  would  then  re- 
main for  the  Houfe  to  take  fuch  fteps  as  might  conduce  moft 
to  their  honour,  to  the  fubftantial  purpofes  of  juftice,  and 
to  die  fuppott  of  the  Conftitution,  fo  as  to  enable  them  to 
band  it  down  to  their  portent y  with  all  the  energy  and  pu- 
rity with  which  they  bad  received  it  from  their  forefathers 
tends,  _, 

iz  Mr. 


6o 

Mr.  Pitt. 


PARLIAMENTARY 


At  1790 


Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  he  was  perfevSHy  read; 
to  concur  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman  in  his  mo 
tion,  and  was  exceedingly  glad  that  he  had  adopted  tha 
mode  of  proceeding,  which,  whatever  difference  of  opinio 
th  re  might  be  upon  any  of  the  important  and  ferious  topic 
involved  in  the  queftion  of  the  impeachment,  that  different 
did  not  call  for  difcuffion  at  prefent.  The  motion  woul 
neither  prejudge  nor  commit  any  man,  be  his  fentiment 
what  they  might ;  he  -hoped,  therefore,  that  gentleme: 
would  avoid  entering  into  a  difcuffion  at  that  time,  as  the 
had  nothing  which  called  for  conteft.  before  them  :  he  was 
for  that  reafon,  induced  to  flatter  himfelf  that  the  vote  c 
the  Hofe  would  be  unanimous,  as  the  queftion  related  mere) 
to  the  mode  of  proceeding  to  be  adopted  in  future. 
Mr.  Mr.  Baftard  laid,  that  although  he  gave  his  vote  for  th 

Jgaftard.  prefent  queftion,  the  Houfe  muft  not  be  fuprifed,  if  on  th 
enfuing  Friday  he  fhould  oppofe  the  Speaker's  leaving  th 
chair,  which,  he  conceived,  would  be  as  proper  a  way  c 
bringing  the  difcuffion  forward  as  any  other. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr,  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  if  there  fhould  b 
any  difference  of  opinion  as  to  a  continuance  of-  impeach 
ment,  notwithstanding  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  it  muf 
be  a  feparate  difcuffion,  but  he  hoped  the  Houfe  would  no 
be  prevented  from  entering  into  the  fulleft  difcuffion  of  tb 
whole  fubjeft,  and  therefore  trufted  that  no  gentlemai 
would  refift  the  motion  for  the  Speaker  to  leave  tde  Chair 
without  which  he  did  not  fee  how  the  general  queftion  coul 
be  gone  into.  For  his  part,  his  opinion  was  decided  on  th 
queftion  whether  an  impeachment  ended  with  a  Parhamen 
being  diflblved ;  but  every  gentleman  muft  remember  ther 
ueretwo  queftionsto  come  before  them,  firft  the  right,  am 
then  the  difcretion ;  in  other  words,  whether  they  might  gi 
on  with  the  impeachment  without  beginning  de  nova,  an< 
next,  if  they  might,  whether  they  would  or  not  ? 
Mr.  Mr.  Baftard  begged  to  be  underftood,  that   he  was  nc 

JSaftard.  fuppoflng  that  there  was  a  doubt  whether  the  Commons  ha 
not  a  right  to  go  on ;  hut  he  did  not  fee  the  necefliiy  c 
going  into  a  difcuffion' of  abftracfb  queftions  and  opinions;  i 
was  dangerous  to  difturb  them;  and  he  had  ever  underftood 
that  in  all  well  regulated  governments,  abftra<Sr.  queftion 
were  never  fuffered  to  le  agitated.  Nor  did  he  fee  anv  uf 
in  doing  fo  ;  if  an  ah  ft  raft  propofition  got  upon  their  four 
-nals,  it  ought  not  to  be  left  there  as  a  mere  dead  letter;  if  i 
was  once  voted,  they  muft  perfift  and  follow  it  up  as  the] 
ought  to  do,  which  he  lhould  be  for,  provided  any  fuch  ah 
ftia£t  queftion  were  voted  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  he! 
queftion  to  take  the  fubjr-di  %p  upon  would  be,  whether  th* 
Houfe  fhould  go  en  with  the  impeachment  r 
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Mr.  Afh/ord confidered  the  motion  as  prejudging  a  quefiion  Mr; 
that  remained  to  be  difcufied,  unlefs  a  reference  was  had  to  Mitford. 
ihe  Journals,  and  an  extrafi  read  from  them,  by  which  the 
Houfe  would  learn  parliamentary  that  an  impeachment  had 
ten  prolccuted  by  the  laft  Houfe  of  Commons,  becaufe, 
Mr.  Mitford  contended,  that  this  Houfe,  being  a  new  one, 
could  not,  as  a  Houfe,  be  fuppofed  to  know  what  the  laft 
Houfe  of  Commons  did  ;  however  well  he,  as  an  indivi- 
dual, in  common  with  thofe  who  had  been  members  of  the 
bit  Houfe,  knew  that  an  impeachment  had  been  profecuted. 
Mr.  Mitford  concluded  with  declaring,  that  unlefs  a  refe- 
rence was  had  to  the  Journals,  he  ftiould  not  agree  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Burke  declared  that  the  quefiion  of  right  was  not  an  Mr. 
abftra£t  propofition;  they  muft  found  their  particular  prac-  Burke, 
tice  on  general  principles,  otherwife  their  practice  would 
con  trad  ici  their  theory,  and  their  theory  contradict  their 
practice.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  if  they 
voted  the  quefiion  of  right,  it  muft  be  followed  up  by  per- 
fifting  with  proper  fpirit;  undoubtedly  it  muft,  and  he  did 
affure  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  thofe  who  propofed 
the  one,  meant  to  purfue  the  other.  Indeed,  from  every 
thing  which  he  had  heard,  and  which  had  gone  abroad,  it 
was  rendered  ten  times  more  neceflary  to  difcufsthe  quefiion 
of  right  and  to  decide  upon  it,  than  ever.  With  regard  to 
the  neceffity  of  having  the  Journals  referred  to,  in  order 
that  the  Houfe  might  be  acquainted  with  the  exiftence  of  the 
impeachment,  Lr  the  fake  of  thofe  who  were  new  members 
of  Parliament,  he  would  move  to  have  the  refolutions  of 
laft  year  read,  and  he  moved  accordingly. 

Air.  Fox  remarked,  that  although  he  did  not  objeft  to  the  Mr.  Fox. 
motion,  he  did  to  the  neceffity  of  reading  the  refolutions, 
becaufe  every  member  is  fuppofed  to  have  their  Journals,  and 
every  fubje&  is  bound  to  read  the  Votes  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  which  as  far  as  they  go,  are  as  much  law  and  as 
proverbially  fo  as  any  other  legal  documents.  If  he  had 
never  been  in  Parliament  before,  or  never  been  in  London, 
he  was  bound  to  lave  known  what  had  pa  fled  in  t}ie  laft 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Mitford  admitted  that  what  he  had  heard  had  fatisfied      Nfr. 
him,  and  iilenced  his  objection.  Mitford. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  recommended  to  vote  the  refolution 
moved  unanimoufly,  without  reading  the  extract,"  from  the 
Journals,  which  was  not  only  un neceflary,  but  might  bring 
another  quefiion  into  difcuffion. 

Mr.  Burke  contented. 

1  he  queftion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^ 


6* 


PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1790. 


Friday y  December  to. 

Mr.  Wil-  ^r#  WiU**/0™*  obferved,  that  after  the  notice  he  had 
perforce  8,ven>  ^e  did  not  conceive  that  more  was  neceffary  than  to 
move.  That  the  Houfe  fhould,  on  Thurfday  next,  refolve 
themfelves  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  to  con- 
fider  of  the  African  Slave  Trade,  as  a  previous  ftep  to  the 
revival  of  the  fame  kind  of  Committee  which,  during  the 
courfe  of  the  preceding  year,  had  been  appointed  to  examine 
evidence  laft  year. 
Colonel  Colonel  Tar  lit  on  wifhed  that  the  fubje#  might  receive  a 
Tarleton.  full  inveftigation,  and  that  all  the  evidence  which  tended  to 
illuftrate  it  be  brought  forward  in  the  moil  prominent  point 
of  vi^w,  as  he  was  convinced  that  the  more  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  attention,  and  the  more  fully  and  clearly  the  fads 
were  ftated,  the  more  confpicuoufly  would  the  abfurdity  and 
impracticability  of  the  end  propofcd  appear.  The  honoura- 
ble gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion,  no  doubt,  was 
entitled  to  much  credit  and  applaufe  for  the  zeal,  integrity, 
abilities,  and  perfeverance,  with  which  he  had  fupported  a 
meafure  which  he  confidered  as  falutary,  but  which,  if  car- 
ried into  effect,  would  prove  ruinous  to  a  moll  confiderable 
branch  of  Britifti  commerce.  It  was  rather  ft  range  that 
two  oppofite  claims  fliould  at  one  time  proceed  from  the  fame 
fide  of  the  Houfe.  Yet  fuch  was  the  cafe  at  prefent;  for 
while  His  Majefty's  Minifter  was  bringing  forward  plans 
for  the  augmentation  of  the  revenue,  the  honourable  gentle- 
man was  labouring,  on  his  part,  to  diminifh  the  trade  from 
which  the  revenue  muft  be  drawn*  He  ventured,  however, 
to  predict,  that  the  common  fenfe  of  the  empire  would  Aran- 
gle  this  modern  attempt  of  miftaken  philanthropy. 
Sir  W.  Sir  William  Young  expreffed  his  hopes  that  as  much  time 
Young,  had  been  already  fpent  on  the  bufinefs,  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman would  not  carry  the  evidence  to  an  indefinite  length, 
Jf  he  found  that  it  continued  to  be  fpun  out,  .he  (hould  cer- 
tainly confider  himfelf  as  at  liberty  to  make  a  motion  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Houfe  at  once  to  the  main  bufinefs.  He 
had  intimated  this  not  with  any  intention  of  immediately 
carrying  it  into  effect,  but  that  the  honourable  gentleman 
(night  take  his  meafures  accordingly. 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  Supply, 
Mr.  Gilbert  in  the  chair. 
Mr,  Pkr.  Mr.-  Chancellor  Pitt  dated,  that  by  the  account  on  the 
table,  the  expence  of  the  late  armament  in  the  Navy  de- 
partment amounted  to  2,465,421!.  Of  this  fum  650,000!, 
was  already  provided  for:  there  remained  to  be  provided  for 
1,815,421!.;  and  according  to  the  informatipn  which  he 
had  received,  the  fum  to  be  deduced  for  the  value  of  ftores 

charged 
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charged  in  the  general  account,  and  remained  unconfumed, 
amid  not  be  Ids  then  250,000!.  The  net  Turn,  therefore, 
far  which  he  was  to  move  on  this  head,  was  1,565,421!. 
Agreed  to. 

The  total  expence  of  the  augmented  eftablifhment  of  the 
army  was,  by  the  account,  224,0171.;  of  this  fum  i6o,oool, 
was  provided  for.  The  additional  fum  which  he  had  to 
mote,  was  64,000!. 

General  Burgtyne  rofe  and  faid,  he  meant  not  to  oppofe  General 
the  relblution,  being  felly  fenfible,  that  when  expences  Burgoyn* 
were  incurred  for  the  public  fervice  they  muft  be  paid ;  but 
» that,  he  believed,  was  generally  efteemed  the  proper  time 
far  every  member  who  entertained  doubts  as  to  the  propriety 
of  »y  parts  of  the  accounts  fubmitted  to  that  Committee, 
toftate  tbem,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  declare,  that  unlefs 
be  hard  fome  farther  explanation  refpe&ing  the  independent 
companies,  and  the  40,000!.  charged  as  their  expence,  he 
Aoold  (ay  the  meafure  was  the  moft  ill-judged,  viewed  in 
point  of  armament,  and  the  moft  lavifii  in  point  of  eco- 
nomy, of  any  he  had  ever  known  to  have  been  adopted. 
The  General  reminded  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  fat  in  for* 
aer  Parliaments,  that  as  the  mode  of  recruiting  the  army  had 
ken  often  difcufied,  it  was  not,  he  faid,  neceflary  for  him 
to  ftafe  what  had  been  his  opinion ;  but  it  had  been  laid 
down  and  admitted  as  a  principle,  that  the  bed  mode  of  re- 
craitiftg  the  army,  fo  as  to  adapt  it  to  a  war  eftablifhment, 
was  to  recruit  the  old  corps  inftead  of  raifing  new  ones. 
How  mat  then  was  his  aftonifhment,  and  that  he  would 
kj  of  every  military  man  with  whom  he  had  converfed  on 
tnefabjeA,  when  they  found  a  levy  adopted  that  rendered 
the  principle  impracticable.  The  fum  of  40,0001.  he  de- 
clared, muft  fall  far  fhort  of  the  expence  actually  incurred 
by  that  improvident  meafure,  and  he  was  perfuaded  when 
the  whole  amount  of  the  charges  was  completely  before 
**»,  tbefaft  would  turn  out  as  he  had  ftated.  After  con- 
tending that  recruiting  the  old  corps  was  the  wifeft  plan 
of  mufbrcmg  an  army,  and  fpeaking  in  terms  of  praiie  upon 
the  recruiting  fervice,  as  eftablifhed  on  the  former  fyftem, 
d*  General  paid  the  higheft  compliments  to  the  officers  of 
Ae  old  corps,  who,  he  laid,  were  the  moft  galJapt  and  dif- 
tinguiflied  men  that  ever  made  a  part  of  the  military  efta- 
MhjMKnt  of  aay  country.  He  next  entered  at  fome  length 
wo  a  variety  of  calculations,  to  fhew,  by  comparifon,  that 
*•  writ  adopted  of  railing  one  hundred  independent  com- 
P*1**  which  had,  heimderftaod,  been  the  intention,  had 
***argooe  on,  would  have  coft  the  country  a  fum  enor- 
■jwfly  firger  than  the  men  might  have  been  obtained  for  if 
** oU  corps  had  been  recruited  inftead  of  raifing  new  com* 

panies. 


64  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1790/ 

•  parties.  In  drawing*  this  compirifon,  the  General  dated  fe- 
veral  minute  computations  as  to  the  expence  of  the  pay  of 
the  different  officers  and  men,  which  we  cannot  retain,  but  bis 
principal Jiatement  we  believe  to  be  this  : 

Levy  money  of  each  company  at  3L  3s.  a  man — 104  men 
— 327I.  12.  Half  pay  of  a  Captain,  Lieutenant,  and  En- 
fign,  at  about  10s  a  day,  and  valued  at  ten  years  purchafe, 
182 5I. — Total  2152I.  12s.  each  company,  which  divided 
by  104,  (the  fuppofed  number  of  the  company)  it  produces 
20I.  13s.  anrl  a  fra&ion  a<  the  firft  coft  of  each  man.  The 
coft  of  officers  alone  upon  an  hundred  company,  hai  they 
been  reduced  the  day  after  their  appointment,  would  have 
been  about  182500I.  The  pay  of  the  officers  till  reduced 
would  have  been  about  an  hundred  pounds  a  day%  or  36500!. 
a  year,  fo  that  had  the  war  continued  about  fix  years,  the 
levy  might  have  b*en  fiirly  eftimated  at  above  40I.  a  man, 
under  the  fpecious  delufive  appearance  of  3I.  3s. 

After  reafoning  for  fome  time  upon  thefe  computations, 
he  faid  he  had  heard  it  in  converfation  ftated,  that  the  plea 
for  reforting  to  the  mode  of  recruiting  by  railing  independ- 
ent companies,  and  giving  rank  to  officers,  had  been,  that 
the  men  could  not  be  got  otherwife,  not  at  five  pounds  a 
man  perhaps.  But  had  Government  given  ton  pounds  with- 
out the  competition  of  new  corps,  he  believed  every  Colo- 
nel of  an  old  regiment  would  have  pledged  hirafelf  for  the 
fuccefs,  and  much  more  than  ioo,oool.  would  have  been  faved. 
He  lamented,  as  he  had  often  done  before,  that  there  was 
no  Commander  in  Chief  to  anfwer  for  the  advice  he  gave 
on  military  matters;  a  circum  fiance  that  appeared  to  him 
likely  to  prove  a  misfortune  to  tbe  army,  and  produce  dan- 
ger to  the  conilitution.  After  more  observations,  the  Ge- 
neral conclude!  with  declaring,  that  if  what  he  had  faid 
fhould  be  difproved,  he  fihould  lie  glad  to  have  caufed  a  fa- 
tisfa&ory  explanation  to  be  given. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  if  the  honourable 
General  thought  himfclf  well  founded  in  his  remarks  which 
he  had  made,  he  trufted  that  he  would  make  them  the  fub- 
jeA  of  a  regular  motion,  when  the  Houfe  might  enter  upon 
that  fort  of  inquiry  which  was  not  fit  to  be  entered  upon 
now,  and  when  the  whole  expence  of  the  new  levies,  with 
all  the  addition  made  to  the  half-pay  lift,  would  be  laid  be- 
fore them.  He  could  wi(h  that  gentlemen  would  fufpend 
their  opinion  till  the -proper  time  for  inquiry,  and  till  the* 
proper  documents  could  be  laid  before  them.  The  honoura- 
ble General's  remarks  were  chiefly  founded  on  the  propriety 
of  recruiting  the  old  regiments  inftead  of  raifing  independent 
companies,  and  ha  1  only  noticed  the  obje&ion  to  the  plan 
which  he  recommended,  incidentally  as  it  were,  at  the  con- 

cluflon 
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tonctofion  of  his  fpeech,  viz.  the  difficulty  of  recruiting  thS 
oU  regiments.      The  qneilion,  at  the  regular  difcuflion  of 
thebufinefs,  would    be,  whether  this  difficulty  was  not  fo 
great  as  to  render  his  plan  impracticable,  and  whether  any 
flak  but  that    which    had  been  adopted,  could   have  been 
feondtoraife  a  fufficient  number  of  men  at  an  eafy  expence 
with  the  difpatch    which  this  exigency  of  the  cafe  required. 
Iflfftimating  the^  expence  of  the  addition  to  the  half  pay, 
it  honourable  General,  he  was  perfuaded,  would  find  that 
te had  been    greatly  miftaken.     He  had  calculated  that  all 
the  officers   of  the    independent  companies  were  to   be  put 
upon  the  half- pay    lift,  and  made  no  allowance  for  the  re- 
lief which  the    lift   had  received  in  the  firft  inflance,  by  ap- 
pointing officers    to   thofe  companies ;  circumftances  which 
vat  both  to  he  taken  into  the  account,  and  which,  when 
ie  account  came  to  be  made  up,  would  reduce  the  expence 
Wh  below  his  calculation. 

General  Burgoynt  admitted  that  recruits  for  the  old  regi-    General 
f  dents  could   not   he  procured  at  five  guineas  bounty;  but  Burgoyne 
/contended  that  they  might  have  been  obtained  by  railing  the 
loonty  to  ten   guineas,  Or  more,  if  required,  at  a  lefs  ex- 
'pence  than  the  new  levies  had  coil,  and  without  making  any 
additional  burden  to  the  half  pay. 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  having  pretnifed  that  the  honourable  Mr.  Pitt, 
[General  had  adinitted  that  fifteen  and  twenty  guineas  bounty 
j  aad  been  given,  "remarked,  that  if  that  was  neceffary,  it  fol- 
lowed   of  courfe  that  men  could  not  have  been  found  for 
the  old  regiments,  in  the  ordinary  way,  at  ten  guineas. 

The  Secretary  at  War  obferved  that,  in  confequence  of  the  Secretary 

Kioft   accurate  and  full  enquiries;  he  fliould  not  hefitate  to  at  War. 

-  declare,   that  40,0001.,  the  fum  ftated  in  the  account,  would 

be  the  total  amount  of  the  expente  of  the  new  levies.     The 

neat  bounties  which  had  been  given,  could  not  be  charged 

as  an  expence  to  Government,  becaufe  all  above  the  bounty 

i  allowed  was  paid  by  the  officers  as  a  premium  for  their  pro- 

JDotton.     Thefe  companies  were  not  intended  to  be  formed 

'  into  diftioS  corps,  to  add  to  the  expence  of  the  Staff,  but  to 

\  complete  the  old  regiments  intended  for  fervice.     It  was  the 

doty  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  take  every   practicable 

meaibre  to  haften  recruiting  the  army.     This  meafure  had 

X  Veen  adopted,  and  experience  had  proved  it  to  be  effectual. 

^  Sxthoufand  men  had  been  raifed  by  it  in  as  tbany  wfeeks, 

»4  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  whole*  number  wanted  would 

t  hare  been  raifed  in  lets  than  the  time  fpecified. 

Colonel  Phipps  remarked,  that  a  certain  number  of  regi-  Colonel 
^stents  had  been  kept  upon  the  peace  eftablifhment  for  two  Phipps. 
afoot ;    the  firft,  that  the  country  might  always  hive  at  ♦ 
munand  a  fufficient  dumber  of  officers  formed  and  pra&ifed 
▼ol.  XXVIII.  K  for 
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for  fervice ;  an,d  the  fecond,  that  in  cafe  of  war,  recruits  b< 
ing  incorporated  with  experienced  foldiers,  might  be  ipuc 
foooer  trained  for  fervice,  than  if  embodied  by  themfelve 
and  that  prodigious  facrifice  of  men,  which  bad  been  ti 
conference,  Iaft  war,  of  fending  new  regiments  on  foreij 
fervice,  would,  ofcourfe,  become  prevented.  In  purfuaiu 
of  thefe  principles,  the  old  regiments  would  have  been  n 
cruited  on  the  moft  economical  plan,  jnafmoch  as  no  mew 
bounty,  was  paid  for  each  man  than  in  time  of  peace*  A 
the  reft  would -have  been  by  the  officers,  who,  independa 
of  their  ardor  in  the  fervice  of  their  country,  would  ha/ 
vied  with  one  another  in  completing  their  companies,  as  o 
their  priority  in  doing  that,  the  dates  of  their  commiffior 
was  to  depend.  It  was  alfo  to  be  recollected,  that  in  tl 
laft  war  independent  companies  were  added  to  the  regiment 
on  foreign  fervice,  for  the  purpofe  of  recruiting  them,  ao 
150  companies  raifed  in  the  mode  proppfed  would  have  bee 
little  more  than  two  to  each  regiment/ 
Mr.  Mr.  Francis  obferved,  that  the  reafon  a  Hedged  for  kqef 

fcancis.  lng  up  a  great  nominal  peace  eftablifliment,  which  had  bee 
emphatically  called  an  army  of  officers,  always  was,  tha 
by  filling  up  the  old  regiments,  great  advantages  were  to  k 
obtained  in  point  of  difcipline,  and  the  neceffity  of  new  k 
vies  prevented ;  and  he  contended  that  it  was  an  abfolot 
-  fraud  upon  the  Public  to  keep  up  this  high  peace  eftablift 
ment,  and  then,  when  the  alarm  of  war  came,  to  make  nei 
levies. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  the  honourable  gen 
tleman  had  been  told,  from  authority,  that  the  independen 
companies  were  railed  for  the  purpofe,  not  of  forming  net 
corps?,  but  of  recruiting  the  old  regiments.  It  Was,  there 
fore,  unfair  to  argue  upon  them,  as  being  what  they  were  no 
intended  to  be. 

Mr.  fro*.  Mr.  Fox  anfwered,  that  his  honourable  friend  was  not  ver 
far  wrong  in  calling  one  hundred  independent  companies  nei 
corps.  He  did  not  pretend  to  know  how  far  the  appellatto 
might  be  correct  in  a  military  fepfe,  but  in  the  fenfe  01 
which  he  had  argued,  it  was  ftriflly  proper.  When  tb 
peace  eftablifbment  was  formed,  having  then  the  honour  fl 
be  in  office,  he  had  yielded  to  the  arguments  of  his  friendl 
and  agreed  to  keep  up  a  greater  number  of.  regiment*  on, 
fmall  fcale  as  to  men,  or  an  army  of  officers,  as  it  had  bqfl 
called,  on  the  principle  that  when  neceffity  called  for  it*fuf 
an  army  could  be  rendered  fooner  fit  for  fervice,  and*  **j 
lefsexpence,  than  any  other.  Since  that  ti^ne,  theprinc* 
had  beep  much  extended ;  and  he  admitted  that/it  was*4 
principle,  if  ilridfv  followed*  n«t  if,  as  hat),  Ial 
cafe,  it  w*$  found'  that  the  regupents  om  " 
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cc«W  not  be  completed,  when  wanted  for  fervice,  withovt 
theapence  of  new  levies,  let  not  gentlemen  deceive  them* 
61m,  and  foppofe  that  by  incurring  the  one  exoence  they 
were  to  avoid  the  other.  He  admitted,  that  in  eftimating 
the  Whole  expence,  the  relief  given  to  the  half  pay,  in  the 
lift  itiftance,  ought  to  be  deducted ;  but  it  remained  to  be 
fen  whether  that  deduction  would  prove  confiderabie. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  infilled  that  the  independent  com  pa-  Mr.  Pin. 
flies  were  not  new  corps,  in  the  ufual  acceptation  of  the 
term;  that  being  intended  to  recruit  the  eld  regiments,  and 
lobe  added  to  them,  they  came  ftri&ly  within  the  principle 
«  which  the  peace  eftablifhment  had  been  faid  to  be 
faded. 

The  Secretary  at  IVar  faid,  that  the  officers  of  the  inde-  Secretary 
pendent  companies  were  taken  from  the  half  pay,  or  from  the  at  War, 
old  regiments  which  they  were  intended  to  recruit. 

General  Pur^cyne  remarked,  that  it  was  now  become  un-  General 
Moe&ry  to  repeat  his  arguments  on  a  fuhje£l  which  both  Burgoyne 
ides  of  the  Houfe  were  pledged  to  bring  to  a  future  difcuf- 
too.  He  had  concluded  that  no  additional  officers  were 
wasted  for  an  augmentation  to  the  army  of  ten  thoufand 
•en ;  and  if  officers  had  been  wanted  for  the  recruiting  fer- 
vice,  they  might  have  been  taken  from  the  half-pay  lift. 
Many  officers  would  have  readily  come  into  full  pay  for  that 
fcrrice  only,  and  returned  to  half  pay  when  it  was  over.  The 
Secretary  at  War  had  aflerted  that  he  had  good  grounds  for 
fating  that  the  140,0001.  charged  in  the  account  would  rn- 
clode  the  whole  expence.  As  that  was  the  cafe,  he  would 
be  able  to  inform  the  Houfe  Qf  a  ctrcumftance  concerning 
winch  many  were  anxious  to  hear,  what  was  to  be  done  for 
Aofe  officers  who  had  been  flopped  in  railing  their  companies 
Wore  they  were  completed,  or  what  allowance  was  to  be 
Bade  to  tnem  for  the  great  additional  bounties  they  had 
jaid. 

The  Secretary  at  War  declared,  that  the  returns  were  not  Secretary 
sBioade  to  the  War  Office,  and  thr refbre  he  could  not  give  at  War. 
a  precife  anfwer  to  the  honourable  General's  queftion.     He 
cooM  only  allure  him,  in  general  terms,  that  a  liberal  atten- 
tion would  be  paid  to  the  officers  who  had  raifed  only  part 
of  their  companies. 

Colonel  Yarleton  thought  that  the  old  regiments  might   Colonel 
jbvt  been  recruited  by  a  more  liberal  allowance  to  the  Colo-  Tarlcton. 
ids;  but  the  mode  which  had  been  adopted,  if  not  the  moft 
ttanomical  way  of  rajfing  men,  was  the  readied  way  ttf  fill 
jfce  phalanx  of  patronage. 

-  Colonel  Pbifps  contended,  that  to  give  more  money  to  the  Colonel 
-Qfakb  of  old  regiments,  was  to  lofe  the  energy  of  recruit-  Phippi. 
■if>   Ofidertfent  on  that  fervice,  from  old  regiments,  could 
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pot  be  expe&ed  to  make  fuch  exertions,  from  a  fenfeof  duty 
as  thofe  who  were  engaged  in  it  as  the  price  of  promotion 
nor  could  they  afford  to  fpend  their  own  money  to  raife  mei 
for  the  Public, 
Mr.  Mr,  "Thompfoti  (Member  for  Evefliam)  begged  leave  to  re- 

Thomp-  jpjnd  the  Secretary  at  War,  that  he  had  firft  ftated  that  iu 
fpn-  knew  the  expence  of  the  independent  companies  could  no 
exceed  40,000!.  and  afterwards  that  the  returns  were  not 
all  come  in.  Now,  as  the  accounf  of  the  e^ pence  could  no 
be  made  up  without  the  returns,  the  right  honourable  Se- 
cretary could  not  be  correft  in  both  cafes,  and  he  \yilhed  foi 
fome  explanation  on  the  fubjedr. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr,  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  the  40,000!.'  included 
only  the  bounty  money,  and  that  there  would  certainly  bear 
addition  for  the  half  pay. 

The  refolution  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  fitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  ftated  that  the  expence  in  the  Ord? 
nance  department  had  been  301,476].,  of  this  150,0001.  had 
J>een  received  on  the  vote  of  credit;  there  remained  151,476!. 
to  be  voted.    Agreed  to; 

The  fums  iflued  for  prpvjfions  for  the  troops  in  the  Eaft 
^nd  Weft  Indies  amounted  to  81,099!.,  of  this  40,oool.  had 
befcn  |^id  out  of  the  vote  of  credit,  and  41,0991.  remained  to 
be  voted.     Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gilbert  left  the  chair,  and  the  report  was  ordered  tQ 
be  received  on  Monday.' 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday,   l$th  December* 

Mr.  Grey.  Mr.  Grey  prefaced  his  intended  mptton  fqf  papers  refpetSr- 
ing  the  Convention,  witfi  the  remark,  that  he  admired  and 
felt,  in  all  its  force,  the  falutary  wifdom  of  the  Lcgiflature, 
which  vetted  the  feparate  right  of  negociating  treaties  of 
alliance,  and  of  war  and  peace,  in  the  executive  power.  It 
was  to  this  principle,  maintained  and  fppported  by  the 
Houfe,  that  we  owed  our  honour  and  rank  among  the  na- 
tions of  Europe.  But  if  this  principle  yf as  fo  facred,  how 
were  we  tofepijre  it  inviolate,  where  Were  we  to  look  for  the 
prefervation  of  this  power  from  abufe,  hut  to  Parliament? 
If  it  were  for  the  intereft  of  the  country,  and  for  the  ho- 
nour of  the  Crpwn,  that  the  power  of  negotiation  Jhould  be 
fo  lodged  and  fo  confined,  it  was  equally  neceflary  that  Par- 
liament fhould  take  proper  mpans  to  guard  again!}  the  abufe 
of  it,  by  exerciflng  its;  undoubted  right  and  moft  valuable 
privilege,  the  right  of  inquiry  !  and  it  was  a  firft  principle 
in  that  Houfe  to  afcertain  when  inquiry  might  be  adopted, 
without  the  fmalleft  degree  of  danger.  Upon  the  prefent 
occafion,  he  flattered  hitnfelf  that  there  could  be  no  impro- 
priety 
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piety  in  addref&ng  His  Majefty,  that  he  might  gracioufly 
pieafe  to  order  certain  papers  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe,  as 
it  was  highly  neceflary  that  they  fliould  enquire  into  the  ne- 
gotiation, before  they  proceeded  to  form  a  judgement  re- 
ipe&ing  the  convention.  It  was  upon  that  principle,  and 
with  a  view  to  enable  Parliament  to  judge  from  the  pad 
what  they  had  to  expert  frqm  Admin ift rat  ion  in  future,  that 
Jk  bad  moved  for  papers  in  the  laft  Parliament.  A  vote  of 
approbation  would  be  premature,  unlefs  papers  were  obtained 
and  laid  upon  the  table.  Without  them,  it  would  be  im- 
pof&ble  to  know  whether  the  late  disputes  had  been  owing 
to  the  reftlefs  ambition  and  unjuft  claims  of  Spain,  or  to 
therafhnefs,  preemption,  or  ignorance  of  His  Majefly's 
Miniflers.  Without  the  necefiary  papers,  it  was  difficult 
to  decide  whether  we  might  not  have  gained  all  the  boafted 
advantages,  which  its  advocates  imputed  to  the  Convention, 
at  a  much  lefs  expence  than  that  which  had  been  incurred. 
He  was  at  a  lofs  to  form  a  conjecture  from  whence  an  oppo- 
Jition  to  his  motion  could  a  rife.  But  it  had  been  fa  id,  with 
a  narked  confidence,  that  the  majority  of  that  Houfe  would 
go  with  a  perfon  high  in  authority  in  rejecting  the  motion 
which  he  fhould  have  the  honour  to  offer.  In  fuch  a  cafe, 
be  could  only  fay,  that  he  fhould  reft  fatrsfied  with  having 
done  his  duty,  and  was  confcious  that  no  one  reafonable  ob- 
jection could  be  offered  againft  the  motion,  and  that  the 
journals  fufficiently  teftified  that  fuch  motions  were  fcarcely 
any  of  them  refufed.  In  the  cafe  of  Falkland's  Tflands,  and 
even  in  the  convention  of  1739,  a"  the  papers  demanded 
were  laid  before  the  Houfe,  and  a  body  of  evidence  produced, 
before  they  were  called  upon  to  pafs  a  judgement  upon  either 
peaty.  The  affair  of  Falkland's  Iflands  was  the  moft  ana- 
Iagous  to  the  convention  of  any  upon  the  journals.  They 
ought,  in  the  prefent  cafe,  not  only  to  fee  the  treaty  itfelt, 
but  every  part  of  the  negociation,  as  every  meafure  takes 
its  colour  from  the  means  ufed  to  effedt  it.  In  the  exalted 
flate  of  the  country*  no  man  rejoiced  more  than  he  did,  and 
be  preferred  peace  to  any  thing  ftiort  of  the  honour  of  the 
nation;  but  our  debt  had  been  aggravated  by  the  addition  of 
three  millions.  Allowing  this  convention  to  be  as  good  as 
he  thought  it  bad,  (and  he  had  no  fcruple  to  fay  he  thought 
it  the  w>orft  that  could  have  been  made)  however  great  our 
country's  fituation,  it  would  be  contrary  to  the  gravity  of 
that  itoufe  to  vote  applaufe  without  inquiry*  If  it  fhould 
hribnad  that  the  meafure  had  been  protra&ed  through  the 
ignoraace,  the  preemption,  or  the  raflinefs  of  Miniflers, 
were  they  to  praife  thofe  whom  they  ought  to  cenfure,  per- 
haps to  impeach  i  Mr.  Grey  took  occafion  to  allude  to  Lord 
Gfenvilk's  letter  to  \\\c  city,   which  noble  Lord,  for  his 

long 
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long  and  laborious  fervices  in  the  chair  of  that  Houfe,    had, 
he  fuppofed,  been  promoted  to  a  Peerage.    Indeed,  all  the 
right  honourable  gentleman's  Peers  were  raifed  for    their 
eminent  and  diftinguifhed  fervices,  as  it  was  well  known  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  in  the  diftribution   of  his  fa- 
vours, always  acted  on  the  mod  difinterefted  motives.   Lord 
Grenville  had,  in  his  letter,  ftated  the  pacific  inclinations  of 
Spain  in  July  laft,  and  yet,  to  the  furprife  of  every  body, 
the  preparations  were  continued  with  increafed  alacrity  and 
extent,     fcurely,  upon  this  account  alone,  information,  pre- 
vious to  a  vote  of  approbation,  was  absolutely  necefiary* 
To  fome  it  might  appear,  that  the  principle  of  the  King's 
meflage  had  been  receded  from,  and  that  what  was  at  fir  ft 
ftated  to  be  an  abfolute  tight,  had  been  negociated  away  to 
a  conditional  right.     Papers  might  prove  that  there    was 
wifdom  in  the  moderation  which  had  fucceeded  to  menaces* 
But  let  the  convention  be  ever  fo  good,  they  ought  to  know 
that   it  was  fo,  befote  they  came  to  a  vote  upon  it.     To 
fome,  however,  it  might  appear  a  bad  convention*    Whether 
good  or  bad,  ftili  pap  rs  were  neceffary,  becauib  approbation 
without  inquiry  loft  half  its  weight.     If  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had   a£ted  like  a  perfon  who  had  done  his 
duty,  and  had  no  parts  of  the  buiinefs  to  conceal,   he  would 
chearfully  meet  the  motion,  and  be  obliged  to  him  for  hav- 
ing made  it.     Mr.  Grey  added,  that  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  revive  any  of. the  right  honourable  gentleman's  language 
on  the  budget,  and  his  fubfequent  hints  that  we  were  hkely 
to  enjoy  a  continuance  of  peace.     When  His  Majefty  had 
called  upon  that  Houfe,  laft  feffion,  to  a  flirt  him  to  fuppor\ 
the  honour  of  the  country,  there  was  not  a  diflentient  voice; 
there  was  no  hefitation ;  they  gave  a  vote  of  credit  to  the 
•  Minifter  for  a  million,  for  which  he  made  tf  bad  returri  then* 
if  he  refufed  to  give  them  the  papers  which  they  afked.  Had 
not  the  whole  argument,  laft  feffion,  refted  on  the  danger  of 
difclofing  State  fecrets  pending  a  negociation  ?  That  danger 
no  longer  exifted;  the  negociation  was  at   an  end,  and  the 
treaty  brought  to  a  termination.      The  functions  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  were  obvioufly  changed;  they  were  no 
longer  to  watch  and  to  enquire.     They  might  give  a  vote 
of  credit  for  every  thing  to  the  Minifter,  who   could,  to 
fuch  a  Parliament,  fay,  «'  We  have  faved  a  war,  and  have 
"  expended  three  millions."     That  Was  no  matter;  they 
were  to  fee,  hear,  and  fay  nothing ;  they  were  to  make  no 
retrofpe&>  and   have  only  to  look  to  the  halcyon  days  of 
peace ;  this  language,  as  long  as  he  had  breath,  he  declared, 
he  would  oppofe*     Minifters  were  bound  to  (hew  whether 
we  had  incurred  fo  large  an  expence  through  the  ambition  of 
.   Spain,  or  through  their  own  ignorance  and  negle&i    Thofe 

who 
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1  who  would  vote  wiih  them*  without  explanation  or  inquiry, 
he  gave  them  joy,  -  Mr.  Grey  having  remarked,  that  Mini- 
fters could  have  no  motive  but  fear  to  prevent  the  negoti- 
ation being  made  public,  contended  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  flood  pledged,  in  the  laft  Parliament,  to  lay 
the  papers  before  the  Houfe  on  the  clofeof  the  negotiation  ; 
but  be  fuppofed  that,  inftead  of  a£ljng  that  open  part,  he 
would  take  refuge  in  his  old  fortrefs  of  confidence,  and 
might  think  it  prudent  to  teach  the  new  Parliament  the  blind 
confidence  of  the  o-d ;  for,  if  this  was  not  a  cafe  worthy  of 
inquiry,  no  cafe  would  ever  be  prefented,  more  ftrongly  de- 
naoduig  an  investigation.  In  conclufion,  Mr.  Grey  de- 
dared,  that  if  any  perfon  could  ftate  one  pofEble  danger,  and 
public  inconvenience  which  might  refult  from  his  motion,  he 
would  content  to  withdraw  it.  The  argument  of  all  the 
friends  of  the  right  .honourable  gentleman,  laft  feffion,  had 
gone  to  prove,  that  if  negociations  were  developed,  pending 
their  being  in  treaty,  danger  muft  arife;  but  when  they  were 
OTer,  then  papers  might  be  fafejy  called  for*  What  was  then 
become  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  courage  and  pru- 
dence r  Did  his  courage  confift  in  bold  and  boafting  affer- 
tioos,  when  he  was  fure  that  thofe  aflertions  could  not  be  put  ' 
to  the  tell,  and  his  prudence  in  concealing  all  which  he  had 
done,  when  the  danger  of  difcovery  was  at  an  end  ?  The 
extracts  from  the  journals,  relative  to  the  motions  for  papers 
25th  of  January,  1771,  having  been  read,  at  the  defire  of 
Mn  Grey,  he  afterwards  moved, 

u  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty, 
u  that  he  will  he  gracioufly  pleafed  to  give  directions  for  co- 
i"  pies  of  all  demands  and  requifitions  made  by  His  Majefty's 
44  Minifters  for  adequate  fatisfaSion  from  the  Court  of  Spain, 
a  for  the  a&  of  violence  committed  in  the  port  of  Nootka, 
u  by  an  officer  commanding  two  Spanifh  fliips  of  war,  and 

*  fcr  reftitution  of  the  veflels  belonging  to  His  Majefty's 
a  fubje&f,    and  navigated  under  the  Britifti  flag,    which 

*  w  were  captured  in  the  faid  port,  together  tvith  theanfwers 
"  to  the  laid  requifitions,  and  of  all  requifitions  made  to  the 

*  Court  of  Spain  by  any  of  His  Majeuy's  Minifters  fince 

*  the  receipt  of  the  firft  intelligence  of  the  armaments  car- 

*  rvingon  in  the  ports  of  Spain,  and  of  all  letters  and  in- 

*  ftruttiotis  on  the  faid  matters  fent  to  any  of  His  Majefty's 

*  Minifters  at  the  Court  of  bpain,  and  of  all  affairs  relative 
u  thereto,  received  from  the  faid  Minifters  by  any  of  His 

*  Majefty'*  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  or  other  Minifters 
u  at  home*  to  be  laid  before  this  Houfe." 

Mr.  PeWam,  feconding  the  motion,  contended  that  every     Mr. 
Member  ought  to  be  in  pofleffion  of  the  contents  of  the  pa-  Pclham. 
pwioqueftioo,  before  he  coyft  fatisfy  himfelf,  and  give  a  con- 
scientious 
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ftrientious  vote  for  the  convention.     If  the  papers  Were  re~ 
fufed,  the  Houfe  would  become  abridged  of  the  firft  of  its 
moft  important  privileges — the  privilege  of  inquiry ;  and  i£~ 
they  gave  up  the  right  of  trying  the  merits  of  foreign  nego- 
tiations, all  power  to  prevent  evil  would  be  done  away,  and 
the  Houfe  wottld  fink  into  rherfe  auditors  of  accounts.     The 

Sueftioin  wds  a  great  cdnftitutional  queftidn,  and  to  exclude 
rom  that  Houfe  the  right  of  foreign  inquiry,  would  lead  tci 
endiefs  wars  and  difputes.     Mr.  Pelham  entreated  gentlemeri 
not  to  give  that  blind  and  implicit  confidence  to  the  Mini-  * 
iter,  which  fome$  in  the  late  Parliament,  Were  riot  afliamed 
to  contend  for  as  parliamentary.     He  afferted,  that  it   had 
been  the  opinidn  of  all  Europe,  th.1t  oar  armaments  had  beeft 
prepared  not  merely  with  refpeft  to  what  related  to  the  dif- 
ference about  Nootka,  and  that  opinion  was  ftrengthened  by 
the  prefent  increafe  of  our  naval  e ft abli foments  in  ten  fail  of 
the  line  over  the  ufual  peace  eftablifhment.     He  knew  that 
motions  for  papers  were  deemed  the  caprice  of  individuals,  or 
the  mere  efforts  of  curiofity,  and  that  it  was  confidered  a* 
an  aft  of  fpirit  in  Minifters  to  refufe  them  ;  but  that  was  a 
falfe  and  idle  notion.     He  mentioned,  that  the  publicity  of 
affairs  in  a  neighbouring  country,  Which  formerly  kept  her 
fecrets  more  clofe  than  any  other  in  Europe,  and  the  publi-    . 
cation  of  a  certain  correfpotidence^  (the  Due  de  Vauguyon's) 
had  manifefted  the  extent  of  our  armament,  and  raifed  the 
jealoufy  of  all  Europe.    The  Spanifh  Court  thought  that  we 
hadjome  ulterior  objeft  beyond  the  difference  about  Nootka* 
It  was,  therefore,  more  neceflary  than  ever  to  enquire. 
Mr.  Mr.  Wilberforce  rifing  to  oppofe  the  motion,  obferved,  that 

Wilbcr-  he  did  not  doubt  of  being  able  to  convince  gentlemen,  that 
force.  the  true  dignity  of  the  Houfe  would  be  beft  maintained  by 
refilling  efffeftudlly  the  prefent,  and  every  fimilar  motion, 
made  under  the  like  circumftances.  He  contended,  that  par- 
liamentary  inquiry  ought  not  to  be  fet  on  toot  without  ftrong 
grounds  of  fufpicion,  or  manifeft  blame;  and  that  an  inquiry 
ought  to  be  confidered  of  too  much  importance,  and  of  too 
much  gravity,  to  be  applied  for  on  grounds  of  fimple  curi- 
ofity. He  afked  gentlemen,  whether  they  mull  not  be  con-  . 
vinced,  that  fhould  the  motion  be  agreed  to,  the  quantity  of 
papers  that  would  be  neceuarily  produced,  from  a  long  ne- 
gaciation,  might  afford  foundation  for  fome  cenfure.  He 
faid  he  was  not  afraid  of  what  he  had  advanced,  and  again 
would  aflert,  that  in  a  long  negociation,  forhething  might  be 
found  on  which  probable  grounds  of  blame  might  fe  con- 
ceived, until  farther,  and  fliil  farther  explanation  fhould  be  - 
given.  He  fliould  be  the  lad  man  in  the  Houfe  to  give  up  the 
•  right  of  inquiry ;  but  he  would  referve  it  for  imp6rtant  oc- 
cafions,  and  not  agree  to  its  exercife  on  every  petty  fuoi- 

mons. 
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mons.  He  contended,  that  thentigbciation  relatire  to  Falk« 
bod  Iflaad  was  nraterialJy  different  from  the  late  negociatiott 
with  Spain  ;  in  the  affair  of  Falkland  Ifland,  there  was  a  re- 
fcrvatioa  of  right ;  in  the  prefent,  rto  fuch  refervation  was 
maintained.  Party  at  that  time  fan  high  ;  he  weH  remem- 
bered that  impeachments  were  threatened,  and  blood,  blocks* 
and  gibbets  were  mentioned.  Minifters  had,  in  the  late  ne- 
gotiation, avoided  the  evils  of  war;  they  had  made  tin  ami- 
cable (Settlement  between  the  two  countries,  and  opened  a 
way  for  advantageous  treaties ;  and,  Mr.  WilberforCe  added, 
that,  for  his  own  part,  he  could  truly  declare,  that  he  and 
his  conftituents  felt  thankfully  to  the  Minifter  for  his  cod- 
ded; and  the  prefent  Houfe  of  Crfmmons  would  a&  honour- 
ably to  tbemfelves,  and  advantageouQy  to  their  country* 
flkould  thev  adopt  the  conduit  of  the  former  Parliament,  lit 
giving  to  Administration  that  confidence  which  they  highly 
merited  from  their  paft  conduft.  All  the  power  and  autho- 
rity of  that  Houfe  dwelt  in  the  opinion  of  the  people,  and  * 
that  tronld  foon  be  loft,  if,  upon  fuch  occafions,  they  grant- 
ed the  ezercife  of  the  tight  of  inquiry.  Mr.  Wilberforrt 
conceived  that  the  approbation  of  the  con ventioa  given  by 
the  fiifi  city  in  die  kingdbm,  (Londdn)  was  much  mdre  td 
he  attended 'to,  than  the.  idle  gratification  of  a  few  indivi- 
doals*  He  maintained,  that  in  the  kneflage,  the  declaration* 
and  counter  declaration,  and  the  convention,  the  Houfe  was 
inpofieffion  of  papers  fufficient  to  form  a  judgement :  he  af- 
{ertcA,  that  it  would  be  found,  upon  comparing  the  language 
of  Spain  with  the  concef&ons  in  the  convention,  that  we  had 
gained  every  thing  we  had  a  right  to  expeft,  and  more  than 
the  meflage  appeared  to  jpfomife.  Where  was  the  fufpicioii 
which  could  ftand  againft  theft  broad  (ads  ?  Who  would 
ftate  any  good  grotind  for  fufpicion  ?  He  hoped  that  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Houfe  would  no  longer  be  withholden  froni 
Adminiftration :  he  called  for  that  approbation;  and  for  due 
confidence,  from  a  new  Parliament,  with  the  greater  readi- 
nefs,  becaufe  they  were  juft  come  from  their  conftituent9» 
whole  favourable  opinion  they  might  wifh  to  maintain,  but 
which  they  muft  defpair  of  acquiring  by  a  wanton  and  uit* 
neceflarr  exercife  of  the  privileges  of  the  Hdtlfe.  , 

Mr.  WinSajk  reprobated  the  fallacy  of  the  pdfitidn*  thii  Mr. 
the  Houfe  was  not  to  enter  into  any  nifch  inquiry  as  the  pre-  Windham 
fcnt — into  the  condu&  of  Minifters  refpe&ing  the  raoft  im- 
port3|nt  negdeirftioris,  wtthdut  it  is  evident,  on  the  face  of 
them,  that  Mihiftets  have  heeh  to  blame,  or  afforded  ftrong 
ground  of  fufpicion.  It  was  a  ffloft  untonftitutional  doftrine 
in  concerns  that  involved  in  them  nearly  four  millions  of 
poMic  nosey*  Should  they  not  examine  and  enquire  into 
the  wifilora  of  the  expenditure  ?  It  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
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ixient  to  enquire,  unlefs  falutary  reaforis  could  be  afllgned  tfc 
not  producing  the  papers  requifite  to  elucidate  the  fubj«£ 
The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  peace  wa&'a  good  thing 
undoubtedly   it  was;  but  had  his  honourable  Friend  nev< 
heard  of  a  bad  peace  ?  It  was  not  true  that  peace  was  slIwsxj 
better  than  war.     If  any  peace  was^good,  why  did  we  en 
pend  fo  much  in  preparing  for  war,  When  peace  could  ha» 
been  obtained  on  fome  terms  or  other,  fooner,  perhaps,  tha 
had  been  the  cafe,  and  at  a  lefs  expence?     If  peace  was 
blefling,  and   a   b  I  effing  moll  defirable  to  this  country*     k 
them  examine  why  peace  had  been  fuffered  to  be  fo  long    ii 
.    danger.     No  occafion  could  occur  for  papers  that  was  mor 
important,  or  more  neceflary  to  be  taken  advantage  of.       A 
to  what  the  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  of  the  laft  Pal 
1  lament's  anfwer  about  the  inquiry,  he  would  appeal   to    al 
who  then  (at  in  that  Houfe,  whether  the  general  turns  of  at 
gument  had  not  been,  that  pending  a  negociation,  to  gran 
papers  might  be  dangerous,  but  when  the  negociation  fhoul 
he  concluded,  the  obje&ion  would  be  done  away.     It  woul< 
he  a  mortifying  and  humiliating  circumftance  to  the  Houfe 
to  be  called  on  to.  approve  the  convention,  without  jm  in 
quiry  having  previoufly  taken  place*     His  honourable  frieru 
•had  ufed  an  indignified  phrafe,  when  he  faid  their  laudable 
jealoufy  was  merely  calculated  to  pique  the  vanity  of  tru 
right  honourable  gentleman  at  the  head  of  Aden iniftrat ion 
Mr.  Windham  .concluded  with  declaring,  that  he  though) 
the  refufal  of  the  papers  afforded  a  ftrong  ground  of   fufpi- 
cion that  the  conduS  of  Minifters  would  not  bear  ah  in' 
quiry. 
Mr.      .    Mr.  fVtlberferce  begged  leave  to  remind  his  honourable 
Wilbcr-  friend,  that  he  did  not  date  that  papers  were  never    to  ht 
force,      produced,  but  when  there  wa9  upon  the  face  of  them  blame, 
and  fufpicion  of  blame,  imputable  to  Minifters;  but  that*  ti 
ill  becaihe  the  dignity  or  gravity  of  that  Houfe,  to  call  fol 
papers  refpeding  a  negociation,  unlefs,  upon  the  face  of  ic± 
there  were  fome  ftrong  grounds  of  fufpicion. 
Sir  W.       Sir  William  Young  declared,    he  was   fa  tufted  that   the 
Toung.   privilege  of  inquiry  ought  not  to  be  wantonly  exercifed.     It 
was  not  a  queftion  whether  the  Houfe  had  any  fuch  right, 
but  whether,  upon  the  face  of  the  condu&  of  Minifters, 
there  appeared  any  point  which  rendered  its  exercife  necef- 
fary ?  The  honourable  gentleman  who  fpokelaft  had,  doubt- 
lefs,  read  the  trial  of  Algernon  Sydney,  and  knew  that  dis- 
jointing a  fentence  would  give  an  entirely  different  meaning 
to  any  paflage ;  fo  it  had  happened  with  his  honourable  friend's 
.observation,: which,  by  a  very  little  confufion,  had  been  per- 
verted from  its  meaning.     Sir  William  advifed  the  Houfe,  as 
the  difference  was  terminated,  not  to  ufe  too  high  language, 

and 
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go  again  into  the  quarrel,  and  rip  up  all  the  gri varices  which 
had  been  forgiven. 

Mr.  JtfyU  remarked,  that  he  was  well  aware  that  feveral  Mr. 
perfens  axnongft  both  the  reprefentatives  and  the  conftituents,  Jckyll. 
were,  notwitbftandingthat  they  did  not  appear  inclined  to 
caft  a  cenfure  upon  Mini  iters,  extremely  anxious  to  fee  the 
papers  that  toerfe  now  moved  for,  in  order  to  know  what  opi- 
nion to  form  on  the  convention,  and  to  afcertain  how  (6 
large  a  fum  as  the  expences  of  the  armament  amounted  to  had 
ken  employed,  and  what  were  the  objects  acquired,  and 
their  relative  value,  by  fo  long  a  negociation,  and  fo  expr n- 
iVe  a  preparation  for  war  r  This  was  a  very  prevalent  curi- 
ofity  without  doors  as  well  as  within*  Conventions  and 
deities  between  this  country  and  Spain  had  exifted  from  fo 
<fi&ant  a  period  as  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  ;  but  the 
ptdent  was  new  in  its  nature,  and  altogether  unprecedented. 
An  idea  had  already  gone  abroad,  that  the  much-boafted  fur 
trade,  of  which  they  had  heard  fo  much,  confifted  in  nothing 
nore  than  a  parcel  of  carfkins,  not  worth  taking ;  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  haying  annihilated  fmuggling  up<- 
eo  our  coafts,  was  determined  to  enforce  the  prevention  of 
iffirit  trade  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  ;  but  if  this  were  the  projedr, 
he  was  a  little  at  a  lofs  to  know  how  it  was  to  be  effected  ; 
perhaps  a  fquadron  was  to  be  Rationed  off  Cape  Home,  for 
the  purpoie  of  watching  the  fmugglers  !  With  regard  to  the 
vfeale  fifhery,  it  had  been  confidently  aiTerted  that  the  whales 
never  (hewed  their  ndfes  in  thofe  feas  in  which  our  ihips 
were  by  the  boundary  drawn  in  the  convention  to  go ;  and 
that  even  if  our  (hips caught  any,  theSpaniards  might  feize 
opon  the  fliips  and  freights,  and  conduct  them  into  their 
ports.  On  thefe  accounts,-  therefore,  many  perfons  both 
within  and  without  that  Houfe,  who  did  not  wifh  to  blame 
Mioiflers,  wifhed  extremely  to  learn  .the  grounds  of  the  con- 
vention* As  to  the  Members  themfelves,  how  were  they  to 
onderftand  the  merit  of  that  treaty,  which  they  ^e|e  to  be 
called  upon  to  approve,  unlefs  the  papers  in  queftion  were 
produced,  and  an  inquiry  into  the  grounds  and  progrefs  of 
die  negotiation  inftitutcd.  What  were  they  fent  there  for, 
but  to  enquire  and  make  themfelves  mailers  of  the  grounds 
open  which  the  public  money  was  voted ?  If  the  neceffary 
information  was  refofed  them,  they  might  juft  as  well  be 
fan  back  to  their  condiments  as  ufelefs  reprefentatives,  and 
leave  every  thing  to  Minifters  to  manage  as  they  thought 
proper.  With  regard  to  the  do&sine  aflerted  by  the  honour* 
ahle  gentleman  below  him,  (Mr.Wilberforee)  he  had  never 
keard  a  more  dangerous  nor  a  more  unconstitutional  doc- 
trine.  Mr.  Jekyll  took  notice  of.  Mr,  Pitt's  having,  on 
1  Toeflay  fcfnnight,  expreffed  a  wifh,  that  a  motion  for  pa- 
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pers  might  be  negatived.    When  a  fylimfter  talked  in  tb 

Optative,  Mr.  Jekyll  faid,  hp  foon  changed  to  the  potential 

and  as  there  was  but  littje  difference  in  the  moods,  he  inigh 

J>e  expe&ed  to  go  to  the  imperative,  adfidtem*    For  his  part 

he  had*  lail  year,  given  his  confidence  to  Mioiilers,  undo 

the  idea  that  it  w^s  dangerous  to  call  for  papers  relative  to  ; 

fiegociation  ftill  pending,  and  from  understanding  that  whe 

the  negociation  was  terminated,  the  papers  would  be  pre 

tfuced,  and  he  ihould  have  an  opportunity  afforded  him  € 

Judging  upon  the  policy  and  prudence  of  the  mealgre. 

Mr.  Ser-       Mr.  Serjeant  Wat/nn  obferved  that,  in  his  opinion,  pa 

jeantWat-  pers  were  now  called  for,  not  from  a  fuppofi tion  that  gentle 

foil.  men   were  unable  to  comprehend  the  convention  withoq 

them,  but  from  an  aflumed  motive  of  curiofity ;  when,  i 

faft,  the  great  ground  of  oppofition  was  not  a  laudable  en 

riofity,  but  a  fpirit  of  oppofition,  a  love  of  warfare,  arid  a  dc 

fermined  effort  tp  keep  animpfity  alive,  and  to  raife  int 

exiftence  again  that  difference,  and  blow  that   flame  wbic 

had  happily  been  laid  in  quiet.     The  Serjeant  aiked,   was  i 

more  likely  that  two  countries  that  have  been. on  the  eve  c 

a  war,  and  are  fortunately  reconciled  to  each  other,    wool 

become  better  friends  frorn  heing  forced  againft  their  incli 

nation  to  go  over  the  ground  of  quarrel  again,  and  trac 

back  all  the  unpleafant   fteps  which  they  had  fo  irkfomd 

trodden  together,  or,  by  forgetting  what  was  pad,  and  bu 

rytng  every  trace  of  it  in  eternal  oblivion  ?  Was  it  not,  then 

fore,  more  fatisfa&ory  to  fee,  in  refinance  to  the  denial 

then  made,  the  negociation  ended,  with  the  pofitive  admi 

fion  of  the  rights  of  this  country  in  feas  and  lands  to  whk 

Spain  had  long  claimed  the  whole  and  fole  dominion.     T 

cpuntenance  the  motion,  and  put  it  upon  the  moft  harrale 

footing,  would  only  gratify  an  idle  curiofity,  and  at  it  migt 

be  at  the  expence  of  raifing  frefh  quarrels,  he  thought  it  ibui 

more  prudent  to  give  the  motion  his  negative,  and  prevei 

the  poffibility  of  tlie  mifchief. 

Mr*  Mr.  Lambton  remarked,   that  if  a  laudable  and  neoeflai 

^ajpbton.  endeavor  to  bring  forward  an  inquiry   into  the  grounds 

a  treaty,  which  had  coft  the  country  three  millions  and  u 

wards,  arid  muft  occafion  heavy  and  grievous  burdens  to  I 

impofed  on  their  conftituents,  were  to  be  fliamefully  mifr 

prefcnted  as  ap  idle  curiofity,  he  traded  that,  in  fpite  of  o 

petition,  this  fpirit  of  curiofity  would  exift  in  full  adttvi 

as  long;  as  the  duration  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,     He  d 

dared  that  he  would  not  give  confidence  blindly  and  imp 

fitly.    The  Houfe  gaveopafidence  laft  feffion,  and  they  to 

a  right  to  have  information  in  return,  no*  that  the  neg 

ciation  was  terminated,    Upon  thefe  conftiWional  groan 

lie  ihpuld  give  his  vole  for  the  motion. 
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Mr.  BurJm  (the  new  Member  for  the  county  of  Durham) 
bought   the  condud  of  Adminiftration  fuch,  as  afforded 

I  ground  rather  for  that  Houfe  to  extend  their  confidence  than 
to  withdraw  it.     He  knew  that  the  majority  of  the  inhabi- 

|  lasts  of  the  county  of  Durham,  his  conftituents,  confidered 
Ike  convention  at  a  happy  termination  of  a  dangerous  dif- 
ference, and  a  fortunate  avoidance  of  a  war. 
Lord  North  qbferved,  that  the   feafou  of  Confidence  ap-  LcLNojtfc 

I  pcaicd  to  be  pail,  and  there  feecned  to  be  more  reafon  now 

I  to  prefer  convidtioo  to  confidence ;  and  the  ufe  which  had 
ben  made  of  the  confidence  given  to  the  Minifler,  in  the 
hk  feffion  of  Parliament,  for  the  purpofe  of  concluding  a  ne- 
ftciation  then  pending,  ought  now  to  be  explained  to  the 
Uouie,  as  the  caufe  of  keeping  filence  was  removed  by  the 
termination  of  the  treaty.  Did  Minifters  imagine  that  the 
treaty  required  no  explanation  r  Wat  it  not  neceffary  to  know 
tie  realbns  for  (b  vague  a  delineation  of  our  rights  in  the 
north  weftern  American  feas,  at  the  convention  contained, 
ltd  of  the  boon  of  Spain's  not  colonizing  beyond  the  nioft 

I  northern  of  her  fettlements.  Was  it  confidered,  that  the 
convention  hampered  our  trade  with  a  new  hovering  a&  ?  Let 
tfce  Houfe  but  think  of  the  defertions  from  our  (hips  which 
the  amicable  adjuftment  of  the  treaty  would  occafion !  By  the 
ppers  on  the  table,  a  reafon  was  not  affigned  for  a  fingle  ar- 
ticle of  the  expence  incurred.  Minifters  might  have  Teen 
reveavae  in  the  convention,  but  that  was  not  a  fufficient 
round  for  approbation. 

Lord  Carysfmrt  conceived  that  it  was  no  way  material  to  Lord 
judge  of  the  merits  of  the  convention  at  that  time,  but  that  Ctryifort, 
they  should  paft  on  to  what  wat  mpre  important,  the  con- 
federation of  the  tenor  of  the  convention  itfelf.  With  re- 
gard to  the  motion,  he  thought  that  thofe  who  made  it  were 
lather  bound  to  fhew  the  good  confluences  that  would  fol- 
low from  acceding  to  it,  than  thofe  v;ho  oppofed  it  to  mew 
the  danger  which  would  refult  from  it.  When  they  came  to 
ooafider  the  convention,  and  the  Houfe  fhould  condemn  it, 
then  would  be  the  proper  time  to  call  for  papers,  to  fee  how  ' 

for  Uame  was  imputable  to  Minifters. 

Mr.  Powys  contended  that  the  do&rine  of  the  other  fide     Mr. 
of  the  Houfe  went  to  a  total  abdication  of  the  rightt  and  pri-   Powys,. 
vilegesof  the  Houfe,  as  committed  to  their  care  and  guar-  j 

dianfhip  by  their  conftituents.    The  fingle  queftion  was,  j 

whether  they  fhould  go  into  the  inquiry  with  or  without  pa-  I 

pen,  with  partial  documents,  or  with  full  and  complete 
proofs  of  all  the  grounds  of  the  negotiation  ?  Without  all 
the  documents  aiked  for,  the  Houfe  could  not,  confidently, 
either  give  their  approbation  or  their  difappf-obation  to  the  j 

treaty.  1 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Mr»  Tbmpfon  remarked,  that  it  was  not  yet  a  proper  tii 

Thomp-  to  difcufs  the  convention,  not  having  fufficient  informqtu 
Ton.         before  him  to  enable  him  to  judge  of  it ;  and  he  mould  n< 
do  fufficient  juftice  to  thofe  who  delegated  him  to  reprefei 
them  in  that  Houfe,  without  enquiring  why  heavy  burde 
were  to  be  impofed  on  them,  before  he  voted  away  the 
money. 
M|.Drake      Mr.  Drake  having  remarked  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  cor 
vention,  far  from  carrying  a  fufpicious  air,  difcovered  muc^ 
of  the  political  merit  or  the  Minifter,  added,  that  he  cong 
tulated  the  Houfe  on  the  addition  of  orators  to  the  ftock  < 
patriots,  which  they  had  that  day  witnefled ;  he  did  not  wii 
to  interfere,  for  the  purpofe  of  reftraining  the  ardor  and  \ 
of  thofe  who,  infpired  by  that  which  had  invigorated  hit 
the  pure  country  air,  felt  fo  warmly  for  the  public  goc 
Mr.  Drake  pronounced  an  eulogium  upon  confidence,  whic 
he  faid,  formed  the  chain  that  kept  men  together  on  both 
ikies  of  the  Houfe.     Confidence,  he  declared,  was  the  greal 
cement  of  fociety ;  it  was  the  watch-word  of  the  night  wttl 
both  parties;  and  what  could  form  a  ftronger  bond  thai 
mutual  good  opinion  among  men  ?  If  they  had  a  good  opii 
nion  of  Minifters  in  public  and  private  life,    (hould  the] 
withhold  their  confidence?    Mr.  Drake  faid  he  was  on  nc  ^ 
fide  of  the  Houfe,  ftanding  as  he  did,  in  a  fituation  by  no' 
means  oratorical,  [Mr.  Drake  was  direclly  under  the  clock.! 
but  he  was  one  of  thofe,  of  whom,  he  hoped,  there  would 
always  be  a  chofen  band  in  that  Houfe;  men  who  thought 
for  therafelves,  who  were  neither  the  fpanieh  of  Minifters 
nor  the  followers  of  parties. 
Lord         Lord  Belgravc  obferved  that,  although  he  did  not  mean 
Bclgravc.  ,to  contend  againft  the  inquifitorial  power  of  that  Houfe,  yet 
he  could  venture,  from  his  particular  fituation,  to  aflert, 
that  the  production  of  the  papers  might  communicate  nego- 
tiations with  other  Courts,  and.  with  our  allies,  and  lay  a 
train  of  future  mifchief,  productive  of  confequences  which 
no  fide  of  the  Houfe  would  wifh  to  fee.     With  regard  to  the 
length  of  the  negotiation,  the  Spaniards  were  known  to  be  a 
haughty  and  gallant  nation,  but  a  flow  and  operofe  people 
to  negociate  with,  which,  added  to  the  difficulties  and  im- 
pediments natural  and  incidental  to  all  negotiations,  fuffi- 
ciently  accounted,  in  his  mini,  for  the  length  of  time  which 
had  been  fpecified  before  the  treaty  was  brought  to  a  termi- 
nation. 
Lord         LoT&Tielding  fupported  the  motion,  and  entered  into  a 
Fielding,  fhort  detail  of  the  operations  of  the  Spanifh  fleet,  at  the  out* 
fet  of  the  difpute,  which  was,  he  faid,  at  fea  a  month  before 
the  Britifh  fleet  entered  the  Channel. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Afartin  thought  it  his  doty  to  enquire,  before  he  Could  '   fat. 
kade  upon   the  merits  of  any   peace,  however  deferable.    Martiri; 
When  information  had   been   before  withholden,  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  there  was  any  intention  to  keep  it  from 
the  Houfe,  after  the  negotiation  to  which  it  referred  fhould 
le  brought  to   a  termination,  and  the  neceffity  for  refufing 
it  fhould  no  longer  exift.     No  fatisfadory  reafon  had  beetl 
afigoed  for  witnholding  the  information  afkcd  for  by   the 
taction  then  before  the  Houfe,  and  he  had  heard  a  great  deal  / 
of  firong  argument  in  proof  of  the  propriety   and  neceffity 
for  producing  it. 

Mr.  Fox  obferved  that,  6n  the  prefent  occafion,  he  might  Mr,  Foi. 
tare  felt  himfelf  induced    filerttly  tq  vote  in  favour  of  the 
notion,  bat  the  queftion  had  been  fo  ably  argued  on  the  one 
fide,  and  fo  weakly  oppofed  on  the  either,  by  a  friend  of  the 
Minifter,  who  had  libelled  every  principle  of  the  conftitu- 
tion,  as  well  as  ftricken  at  the  root  of  the  fir  ft  and  mod  ef- 
fctrtiat  right  and  privilege  of  that  Houfe;  that;  odd  as  it 
night  feem   in  him  to   make  fuch  a  declaration,    he  wifhed 
that  the  other  fide,  if  they  meant  to  reject  the  motion,  had 
not  given  a   fingle  argument  again  ft  it,  but  would  have  re- 
jected it  apon  filent  confidence,  becaufe,  if  they  rejected  ity 
after  what  hadpaffcdin  debate,  their  negative  mu ft  reft  ori 
the  reafoning  of  the   honourable  gentleman  alone,  who  had 
oppofed    it    upon  fuch    extraordinary  and   unconstitutional 
grounds.      Setter  would  it  be  to  recur  to  the  ancient  def- 
potifm  of  the   kingdom,  in  the  moft  arbitrary  times,  and 
confide?  themfelves  as  met  there  to  vote  away  the  money  of 
their   constituents,  without  inquiry.      If  they  voted  their 
money  thus,  they  betrayed  tbem,  by  not  feeing  how  every 
fluffing  of  that  money  was  employed,  and  judging  for  them- 
fcrves  whether  or  not  thofe  entrusted  with  its  application  had 
applied  it  wifely,  prudently,  and  economically.     They  were 
not  fuch  children  in  polities,,  as  to  need  to  be  told  that  the 
merit  of  every  convention  and  peace  muft  be  comparative, 
and  could  only  be  afcertaihed  by  a  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  had  been  made,  and  the  advantage 
that  Minifters  had  taken  of  thofe  circumftances.     And  how 
could  that  be  known,  when  all  the  pipers  likely  to  throw  a 
light  upon  the  fubjedt  were  obftinately  withholden  ?  On  the 
t>ce  of  the  convention,  it  was  faid  to  be  gobd  ;  he  declared, 
that  on  the  face  of  it,  it  was  evil,,  becaufe  much  money  had 
been  expended  to  obtain  it ;  and  he  would  afk  thofe  who  faw 
perfpicuity  and  dignity  in  the  convention,  if  it  was  clear, 
that  if  we  coufd  be  put,  bona  fide,  in  the  ftate  we  were  in  be* 
fore  the  convention  was  obtained,  they  could  fay  it  was  not 
porchafed  too  dearly  ?    At  any  rate,  fuch  an  affertion  could 
feet  be  credited,  till  th*y  were,  by  the  aid  of  the  papersaiked 
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for  by  the  criotlqn,  enabled  to  judge  whether  the  £uae  tJfci 
might  not  have  been  bad  at  an  earlier  time,  and  at  lets  c 
pence  to  the  country.  He  faw  that  the  doctrine  of  the  h 
nourable  gentleman  who  had  oppofed  the  motion,  was  13 
only  inconfifttnt  with  the  principles  of  our  constitution,  b 
diametrically  oppofitc  to  thofe  principles*  With  regard 
confidence,  every  Governmerit  of  every  defcription  had  n 
ceflarily  and  unavoidably  placed  more  confidence  in  Miniftc 
than  was  fafe ;  and  the  only  fecurity  which  we  had  under.  01 
conftitution,  was,  that  after  the  effects  were  produced  £i 
which  confidence  had  been  given,  by  Parliament  exerci fin 
its  inquifitorial  functions,  no  Minifter  could  efc ape  detect  ioi 
if  he  had  abufed  the  confidence  repofed  in  him.  If,  howeve 
the  honourable  gentleman's  doctrine  were  to  prevail,  and  tkiz 
Houfe  were  not  to  enquire  in  cafes  of  foreign  negociation  c 
treaty,  unler*  the  transaction  had,  upon  the  face  of  it,  focne 
thing  bald,  or  which  challenged  fufpicion,  how  was  it  jx>i 
Able  for  them  to  exerci  le  their  function*  with  advantages  t. 
their  conft it uents,  or  to  detect  the  abufe  of  Miniilers,  i 
abufe  bf  public  confidence  bad  been  praclifed,  fmce,  as  ha 
honourable  friend  had  well  obferved,  he  muft  be  a  bad  Mi 
nifter,  indeed,  who,  in  fuch  a  cafe,  could  not  glofs  over  hi 
conduct,  and  make  hisfrietids  fay,  that,  upon  the  face  of  ; 
treaty,  it  bore  proofs  that  it  was  a  good  treaty  for  this  coun- 
try, and  that  to  attempt  to  enquire  iiito  it,  would  be  to  in- 
terfere with  the  tnoft  eflential  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Ii 
they  had  flood  on  the  privileges  of  thdt  Houfe,  as  the  trufteej 
of  the  public  purfe,  with  as  diuch  firmnefs  As  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  fide  had  that  day  flood  oh  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  they  could  not  have  voted  what  they  did  laft  yearj 
but  there  would  have  been  on  one  fide  a  dry  maintenance  of 
privilege,  and  a  ftiff  adherence  to  prerogative  on  the  others 
to  the  lerious  inconvenience  of  the  public,  aitd  to  the  extreme 
injury  of  their  interefts.  When  they  gave  confidence,  they 
ought  to  receive  information  in  return,  and  the  time  was) 
now  arHved  when  information  might  be  given  without  dan- 
ger. In  order  to  illuftrate  theimpoffihility  of  their  joining  in 
a  vote  in  favour  of  the  convention,  as  it  lay  upon  the  t*blc! 
'  unexplained,  Mr.  Fox  declared  that  he  would  ftate  fome  hy-r 
pothefes  exactly  different  froni  his  real  opinion,  and  fuppoft 
Spain  to  have  granted  terms  highly  advantageous  to  this 
country,  how  could  he  know  whether  they  were  fo  or  not, 
before  he  exarriinfed  the  convention,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  had  been  fettled?  How  could  he  give  praife  to  Mi- 
nifies, before  be  knew  whether  the  convention  was  good  at 
not?  It  could  not  be  faid  to  be  good,  tmleft  we  bad  gotten 
fpmething  and  loft  nothing;  unlets  we  had  procured  fome- 
thing  for  nothing,  it  muft  remain  a  matter  of  great  doubly 
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Whether  it  dras  good  or  bad.     How  could  he  tell  whether! 
Spain  was  not  inclined  to  difafm  much  earlier  than  we  had 
tonfented  to   do,  and  report  faid,  that  Spain  had  long  fince 
fignified  her  inclination  to  difarm,  provided  that  this  country 
would  do  the  fame.     An  honourable  gentleman  had  ex- 
;    prefied  a  hope  that  the  Minifter  would  not  fufrer  his  "  vanity 
"  to  he    piqued  ;"  he  would  not  talk  of  any  man's  vanity; 
hot  if  the  Minifter,  Mr,  Fdx  Taid,  had  any  honourable  pride, 
irbat  fatis€a£iion  could  he  have  in  that   praife  which  came 
from  thofe  who  knew  not  the  grounds  of  it,  who  could  nei- 
ther tell  whether  the  thing  done,  could  not  have  been  done 
jt  a  lefs  expence,  or  in  lefs  time  ?    It  was  better  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  praife  of  his  own  mind,  fince  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  knew  mor6  of  the  matter  than  they  did,  and 
con&quently  his  approbation  was  of  ten  times  the  value  of 
theirs.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  having  feared  that 
precedent  would  tail  him,  had  abandoned  precedents  to  have 
recourfe  to  authority. ;  He  hirnfelf,    Mr.  Fox  declared,  ap- 
proved authority  :  but  how  did  he  knofr  what  information 
the  city  of  London  was  poflefled  of  refpedting   the  conven— 
tic©?  If  they  approved  of  it   without  inquiry,  was  that  a 
rtaftm  for  the  Houfe  to  praife  it  without  inquiry  ?  And  was 
the  conduct  of  the  city  of  London  to  be  brought  forward  as 
an  infallible  example  for  that  Houfe.     He  reverenced   the 
authority  of  the  city  of  London,  and  had  often  fupportcd  it 
againft  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  who  was  not  always 
in  the  humour  to  favour  the  fcondudt  of  the  city.     He  be- 
Sered  that  it  could  not  be  denied,  that  the  authority  of  thtf 
city  of  London  on  the  (hop  tax  and  the  tobacco  bill,  was  as 
ranch  to  be  depended  on,  as  upon  a  fubjeft  which  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  mull  not  enquire  into.     But  it  had  been  faid  by 
an  honourable  md  learned  gentleman,  who  had  fpoken  early 
in  the  debate,  (Serjeant  Watfon)  that  it  might  revive  grie- 
vance*.    What,  he  would  afk,  was  to  have  this  ferious  ef- 
fcAr  why,  letting  the  Houfe  of  Commons  know  what  the 
Courts  of  Spain  and  of  Great  Britain  knew  full  well  already  ! 
The  Spaniards,  (aid  a  noble  Lord,  were  a  proud,  haughty 
people,  bat  rbey  were  flow  and  tedious,  and  operofe,  and,  of 
coorfe,  forced  us  to  make  a  great  preparation  for  war,  wheri 
one  would  naturally  imagine  that   the  very   reverfe  would 
bare  been  the  conference  of  fuch  a  character  as  the  noble 
Lord   had  been  pleafed  to  give  them.     Let  not  the  Houfe, 
therefore,  upon  foch  arguments  as  thofe,  negative  a  motioii 
fannded  in  true  wifdom;  and  above  all,  let  them  not  give  td 
Adminiftration  that  bafe  and  treacherous  confidence  which 
kad  been  recorhmended  that  day ;  a  confidence  founded  in 
;   ignorance,  which  was  a  difgrace  to  their  underftanding,  and  a 
:  fceach  of  truft  to  their  conftituents  !   Another  noble  Lord 
;       Vol.  XXVIII.  M  (Lord 
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-i  (Lord  Carysfort)  had  ftated  rather  a  whimfical  hypothesis 

and  had  laid,  that  poffibly  when  they  came  to  confider  th 
merits  of  the  convention,  they  might  disapprove  of  it,  an 
then  it  would  he  right  to  call  for  the  papers.  Let  them  fe 
what  a  curious  Situation  following  the  noble  Lord's  advice 
would  probably  place  them  in  ?  They  would  reje£t  the  pre 
fent  motion,  and  when,  upon  investigation  of  the  convea 
tion,  they  fliould  fee  ground  for  cenfure,  they  would  the 
ftand  convicted  of  having  rafhly  and  prematurely  negatived 
motion,  which  they  had  found  that  they  ought  to  have  adopt 
ed  in  the  firft  inftance.  If  they  approved  the  convention 
trying  it  by  the  true  teft,  the  information  the  papers  woufc 
afford,  they  would  efcape  incurring  fo  ridiculous  a  dilemma 
During  the  laft  feflion  of  Parliament,  when  thefe  papers  hat 
been  afked  for,  and  another  motion  for  other  papers  had  beei 
made  by  him,  the  words  "  during  a  pending  negociation,' 
were  as  common  in  the  mouths  of  the  Minifter's  friends,  wh< 
oppofcd  the  motion,  as  "  Mr.  Speaker,"  and  "  I  rile,  Sir^ 
were  common  in  the  forms  of  addrefs,  as  words  ofcourfe,  ii 
that  Houfe,  There  was  not  a  (ingle  fpeakerwho  dill  no 
lay  great  ftrefs  on  the  pending  negociation.  What  was  th 
natural  inference?  that  the  produ&ion  of  the  papers  was  ti 
be  objected  to  during  the  pending  negociation,  and  tha 
when  the  negociation  fliould  be  brought  to  a  termination,  th 
objeftion  would  be  done  away.  How  was  this  reconcileabl 
with  the  negative  of  the  majority  of  that  Houfe,  which  th 
right  honourable  gentleman  had,  a  few  days  fince,  in  fo  ex 
traordinary  a  manner  anticipated  In  the  debates  relative 
to  the  Falkland  Ifland,  the  very  fort  of  papers  then  afked  foi 
had  been  granted,  and  why  fliould  they  not  be  granted  ai 
prefent  ?  The  honourable  gentleman,  who  firft  oppofed  th* 
motion,  contended,  that  in  the  debates  on  the  Falklanc 
Ifland  affair,  impeachments,  and  axes  and  gibbets,  wen 
mentioned.  Was  that  all  f  He  had  thought  that,  exclufiv* 
of  the  able  and  mafterly  manner  in  which  his  honourabh 
friend  had  opened  the  ground  of  his  motion,  one  great  ari< 
{Hiking  merit  of  his  fpeech  had  been,  that,  although  he  laic 
proper  energy  on  tach  argument  neceflfary  to  fupport  th< 
queftion,  he  had  ftri&ly  confined  himfelf  to  faying  tfhai 
the  fubjeA  required,  and  not  gone  out  of  the  cafe  beyond  it! 
due  limits.  If  his  honourable  friend  had  talked  wildly  o! 
impeachments,  and  gibbets,  and  axes,  the  two  cafes,  to  uf< 
a  vulgar  phrafe,  would  have  run  upon  all  fours,  and  h 
might  probably  have  fucceeded  ;  but  the  untimely  omiffior 
had  proved  fatal  to  his  motion.  With  regard  to  thofe  afcei 
and  gibbets,  thole  elegant  expreflions,  thofe  beautiful  trope* 
and  figures  of  fpetch  !  according  to  the  honourable  gentle 
.nun's  argument,  it  was  to  be  utiderftood  that  the  Houfe,  a! 
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that  time,  hating  voted  for  aires  and  gibbets,  occasioned  the 
papers  to  be  called  for,  and  their  not  having  done  fo  in  this 
nftsoce,  was  the  true  reafon  why  the  motion  was  likely  to 
be  negatived.  One  honourable  gentleman  had  talked  of  the 
atcdfity  of  having  a  ftrong  Aduiiniftration.  When  the  af- 
fairs cf  Europe  wore  a  critical  afped,  a  Arong  Adminiftration 
was  highly  neceflary ;  but  if  by  what  he  had  faid  on  this 
bead,  the  honourable  gentleman  meant  an  Adminiftration 
■hich  could  do  ftrong  things,  without  being  fubjeft  to  the 
control  of  Parliament,  he  mujlt  fay,  that  this  ftrength  led  to 
the  excefs  of  weaknefs,  and  would  ultimately  prove  fatal  to 
die  exigence  of  our  constitution*  If  fuch  praife  be  pleafing 
to  the  prefent  Minifter,  and  he  conceived  that  conduct  of 
that  fort  tended  to  the  glory  of  the  country,  Mr.  Fox  faid, 
Aeglorv  of  the  country  would  bring  on  its  deftru&ion.  If 
fech,  therefore,  was  the  Minifter' s  relifb,  Mr.  Fox  declared 
tfat,  though  no  perfonal  friend  to  that  Minifter,  he  had  ever 
thought  better  of  him,  than  to  fuppofe  him  capable  of  receiv- 
ing fotifaAion  from  fuch  grofs  flattery  :  he  muft,  indeed,  have 
a  very  low  mind  for  10  exalted  a  fituation  !  Mr.  Fox  exclaim- 
<lj  u  Oh  !  wbat  a  better  word  was  the  old  Englifli  parlia- 
*mentary  term  'jealoufy,'  to  exprefs  the  duty  of  that 
*  Hoofe,  than  the  modern  fubftitute  <  confidence,'  which 
a  had  of  late  been  adopted  !w  Formerly,  the  firft  great  duty 
of  every  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was,  that  he 
ftoold  regard  every  ad  of  the  Adminiftration  with  jealoufy, 
ad  watch  their  condu&  with  the  utmoft  vigilance  and  at*  ' 
tention.  Now,  blind  confidence  was  dwelt  upon  as  the  great 
button  of  that  Houfe,  and  they  were  deftred  to  extend  the 
degree  of  credit  which  they  gave  the  Minifter  to  fuch  an  ex- 
travagant length,  as  tq  vote  away  millions  of  their  confti* 
tents'  money,  without  expeding  to  know  in  what  manner 
it  had  been  expended*  In  fad,  their  duty  was  not  only  to 
J*dge  whether  the  Minifter  was  an  honeft  Minifter,  but  what 
they  had  alfo  a  right  to  expert,  a  bold,  an  able,  a  prudent, 
and  a  wife  Minifter.  The  way  to  have  a  bold,  an  able,  4 
pn»dent,  and  a  wife  Minifter,  was  to  let  him  know,  that  he 
was  to  be  refponfible  to  that  Houfe  for  all  his  meafures,  and 
that  his  conduit  was  to  be,  from  lime  to  time,  enquired  into* 
An  ingenuous  mind  would  court  inquiry,  and  be  proud  to 
haw  every  public  meafure  which  he  brought  forward,  fpro- 
pnloofly  investigated;  the  moment,  therefore,  in  which  the 
Hoefe  abandoned  that  part  of  its  dqty,  the  conduit  of  Ad- 
aioiftraticn  became  dangerous  and  delufive ;  becaufe  a  Mi- 
rifter,  who  knew  that  his  conduit  would  not  be  enquired  - 
into,  might  be  tempted  to  purfue  bad  meafures,  till  at  laft 
h*  involved  his  country  in  irretrievable  ruin.  The  honour- 
able gentleman  who  firft  oppofed  his  honourable  friend's  mo- 
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rioo,  Mr.  Fox  laid,  had  left:  the  other  fid*  of  the  Houfe  a 
hole  to  creep  out  at,  in  defence  of  the  negative  to  the  mo-? 
Hon,  by  faying,  c<  for  theie  and  other  reafons,  he  ihouM 
"  oppofe  the  motion."  If,  therefore,  the  motion  was  to 
\>e  negatived,  he  hoped  it  would  be  for  the  unmentioned  rea- 
sons, and  not  for  thofe  unconstitutional  reafons  which  ha«J 
been  infilled  upon.  Mr.  Fox  alluded  to  what  Mr.  Wilber- 
force  had  obferved  relative  to  the  information  lie  had  received 
from  hi$  conftituents,  of  their  being  fatisfied  with  the  con- 
vention^ declaring  that  he  fhould  be  glad  to  hear  that  the 
manufacturers  had  reafon  to  think  Spain  more  ready  to  en- 
courage their  goods  than  heretofore,  but  report  had  talked 
very  differently  upon  the  fubjcft,  and  inferred,  that  a  higher 
duty  had  lately  been  impofed  on  all  Englifti  manufactures 
i  pi  ported  into  Spain  than  ever. 

ftfr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  the  turn  of  argument 
which  had  been,  maintained  in  fupport  of  the  motion,  natu- 
rally fuggefted  two  qu  eft  ions,  tlie  confutation  of  both   of 
which  were  extremely  important ;  but,  important  as  he  foit 
the  latter,  he  fhould  lofe  fight  of  the  former,  were  it  rot 
that  it  invoked  the  fundamental  exiftence  of  that  confuta- 
tion, under  which  the  country  had  enjoyed  fo  many  bleffings, 
and  which  had  been   admired  as  the  mo  ft  excellent   of  all 
forms  of  Government,  fince  to  the  freedom  of  a  Republic,  it 
joined  the  energy  of  a  Monarchy,  and  wifely  fleered  between 
tbofe  two  dangerous  extremes,  the  parent  Defpotifm  and  its 
offspring  Anarchy.     Delicate  as  it  muft  be  for  him  to  ftand 
up  and  argue  upon  two  fuch  important  queftions,  he  fhould 
think  that  he  deferved  to  be  confidered  as  afraid  to  meet  the 
fubje£t,  and  defirous  of  avoiding  it,  if  he  hefitated  to  take 
his  (hare  in  the  debate,  and  to  deliver  his  fentiments  on  the 
topics  which  had  been  touched  upon,  as  diftin&ly  as  poffible, 
Jie  hoped  that  he  difcovered  what  was  paramount  to  either 
vanity  or,  pride,  a  feufe  of  the  duty  of  thofe  handing  in  his 
fituation.     He  declared  he  relied  upon  the  candor  of  the 
Houfe,  for  the  credit  of  endeavouring  to  lay  afide  all  per- 
fonal  confiderations,  and  to  treat  the  fubje£t  upon  its  true 
grounds  :  he  fhould,  therefore,  argue  it  on  general  princi- 
ples, abftra&ed  from  any  view  to  particular  fads  or  parti- 
cular perfons,  fince,  added  to  the  difficulties  which  had  been 
thrown  in  the  way,  it  was  fufficient  for  a  perfon,  ftandtng  in 
the  fituation  of  one  of  thofe  interefted  in  the  cenfure  or  ap- 
probation of  the  convention,  to  have  the  additional  morti- 
fication to  think  that  his  own  perfonal   imperfections  were 
made  obje&s  of  argument  and  obfervation.     Mr.  Pitt  now 
proceeded   to  obferve,  that  the  honourable  gentlemen  who 
moved  and  feconded  the  motion,  as  well  as  every  one  of  the 
Individual  Members  who  had  fpoken  in  fupport  of  it,  had 

—  declared, 
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decfcued,  th^t  without  the  papers  called  for,  they  could  not 
judge  of  the  fitnefs  of  the  tranfa&ion ;  and  principles  had 
teen  laid  down,  which  he  Would  confidently  aflert  had  ne- 
m  been  recognized  in  that  Houfe  to  the  extent  upon  which 
they  had  been  infixed  in  that  day's  debate.  The  propor- 
tion, that  on  all  fubjeds  iimilar  tb  the  convention  with  the 
Court  of  Spain,  it  was  impoiTible  to  come  to  a  vote  either  of 
approbation  or  of  cenfure,  without  having  all  the  papers 
that  referred  to  the  negoctation  before  them,  was  a  propo- 
rtion which  was  contradidted  by  numerous  precedents.  In 
cafes  of  peace  negociations,  and  treaties  approved  and  con- 
demned, they  had  never  made  it  an  uniform  pra6t  ip«,  nor 
by  any  rule  of  proceeding  recognized  it  as  neceflary,  to 
have  ail  the  papers  before  them.  The  honourable  gentleman 
who  made  the  motion,  to  whofe  feelings,  poffihly,  it  was 
awre  fatisfa&ory  to  approve  than  to  condemn,  had  declared 
tkat  he  could  not  bring  him felf  to  give  a  vote  of  approba- 
tes, unlefs  he  faw  the  papers  in  queftion;  then,  furely,  it 
ioeld  be  admitted,  that  'it  was  not  more  ju ft  to  difapprove, 
aodto  let  the  cenfure  of  that  Houfe  fall  with  all  its  weight 
«i  a  meafure,  without  inquiry  and  foundation,  when  it 
raid  be  unjuft  to  approve  what  feemed  to  merit  praife  on 
tic  face  of  the  tranfafiion;  and  yet,  although  the  honour- 
able gentleman  was  not  old  enough  to  have  been  at  that  time 
a  Parliament,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to 
bimmuft,  for  the  fake  of  honour  and  confiftency,  Tecolle6t, 
tkat  a  very  few  years  fmce,  when  a  peace  was  made  after  a 
long,  unfortunate,  and  expenfive  war,  and  when  it  was  unl- 
wnally  agreed  that  peace,  almoft  on  any  terms,  would  be 
deferable,  he,  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  without  any 
inpiiry,  and  without  calling  for  a  Angle  paper,  which  were 
that  day  declared  to  be  fo  indifpenfably  neceflary  for  the  con- 
tention of  every  treaty,  had  been  able  to  perfuade  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  to  come  diredtly  to  a  vote  of  cenfure  on 
dat  peace*  With  regard  to  the  prefent  convention,  the  only 
confideration  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  neceflary,  was, 
whether,  on  the  whole,  there  was  a  poflibility  of  obtaining 
kettertenns,  and  whether  at  more  or  at  a  lefs  expence  ?  That 
qoeftion  was  eafy  to  decide,  without  any  other  paper  than 
the  Declaration  and  Counter- Declaration,  and  Convention 
tben  upon  the  table.  If  the  inquiry  propofed  were  to  take 
pbee,  he  defired  to  know  whether  that  inguiry  was  to  be  li- 
flrifcd  to  the  refult  of  the  tranfa&ion  itfelf,  or  to  the  refult 
tobecolle&ed  from  the  papers  then  moved  for  ?  To  him  it 
*»  clear,  that  it  was  of  no  importance  to  know  whether 
thiier  that  part  of  the  negotiation  was  proper,  but  whether 
the  whole  of  the  condufi  of  Government,  in  bringing  the 
l*e  differences  with  thp  Court  of  Spajn  to  fuch  a  termination, 

deferve^ 
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defcrved  praife  or  cenfure,  and  that  queftion  the  Houfe*  he 
mu ft  contend,  was  fully  competent  to  decide,  from:  the  pa- 
pers already  before  them.  If  it  ware  aiked,  whether  the 
fum  of  little  more  than  three  millions  were  not  too  much  to 
give  for  the  obje&  obtained  ?  he,  in  return,  muft  aik,  what 
would  have  been  the  extent  of  the  expencer  if  war  had  taken 
place )  and  whether,  under  the  prefent  eircumftances  of  the 
country,  peace  was  not  fo  defirable,  that,  next  to  obtaining 
fatisfa&ion  for  the  infult  offered  to  the  national  honour,  too 
much  could  not  be  faid  to  be  expended  lavifhly,  if  the  refull 
was  the  having  fecured  the  continuance  of  peace,  and  re- 
moved thofe  grounds  of  difference  which  endangered  its  du-r 
ration  ?  The  honourable  gentleman,  efpecially,  had  chofen 
to  conftrue  a  refufal  of  papers,  in  one  particular  inftance, 
where  their  produ&ion  was  totally  unnecefiary,  into  an  ua- 
constitutional  determination  to  deny  them  in  all.  No  part 
of  his  condu&  warranted  any  fuch  inference;  and  he  knew 
not  whether  he  fhould  give  a  greater  wound  to  the  conftitu- 
tion,  in  faying  that  papers  fhould  be  called  for  in  all  cafes, 
or  called  for  in  none.  It  was  by  no  means  his  will*  to.  aft 
upon  the  extreme  in  either  cafe,  but  to  do  exaflly  what  him 
honourable  friend  near  him  had  faid  with  fo  much  propriety, 
and  which  he  was  happy  to  have  been  prefent  to  have  beard 
him  fay,  becaufe,  as  he  underftocd  his  meaning  correfily, 
and  he  was  perfuaded  he  did,  he  was  ready  to  take  his  (hare 
of  the  blame  which  fuch  a  declaration  might  be  thought  to 
deferve,  and  to  avow,  that  he  perfedtly  coincided  in  every 
fyllable.  He-defired  gentlemen  to  recoUexSl  that  it  was  not 
the  right  of  calling  for  papers  which  was  difputed,  but  the 
exercife  of  that  right :  that  it  ought  never  tobeexercifed  but 
on  grave,  folemn,  and  weighty  occafions,  when  the  reafoa 
for  diflhtisfa&ion,  blame,  or  fufpicion  of  caufe  for  either, 
appeared  upon  the  face  of  a  treaty,  and  was  of  fufficient  mag* 
nitude  and  importance,  to  amount  to  a  juftification  of  the 
detail  of  a  negociation.  No  executive* Power  would  be  able 
to  proceed  through  the  bufinefs  of  Government,  if  they  were 
forced  to  goover  every  ftep  of  a  long  negociation  in  Parlia- 
ment. -And  if  the  Houfe  were  always  to  enter  upon  an  in- 
vtftigation  of  every  part  of  their  conduft  in  difcharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  executive  departments,  what  a  lofs  of  time  . 
would  repeatedly  happen  to  that  Houfe,  who  would  not  find 
leifure  to  fulfil  the  more  immediate  legiilative  functions ;  in* 
deed,  if  they  went  into  inquiries  unavoidably  fruitlefs  in  moft 
cafes,  they  might  as  well  fay  at  once,  "We  will  not  enquire 
"  into  the  conduft  and  control  of  Minifters,  but  we  will 
"  take  the  executive  power  into  our  hands,"  and  thus  di- 
rectly violate  and  deftroy  tbe  bails  on  which  nur  constitution 
refts.     With  regard  to  confidence,  refpe&jng  which  fo  much, 

had 
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had  been  urged,  His  Majefty's  Minifters  wifhed  not  for  a 
blind  confidence;  but  if  a  reasonable  degree  of  confidence 
Duft  be  given  by  our  conftitiition,  His  MajeftVs  Minifters 
had  a  right  to  expeft  that,  and  they  wifhed  for  no  more ; 
without  it,  Minifters  could  not  poffibly  carry  on  the  exe- 
cutive government  of  the  country.  The  honourable  gentle* 
meaon  the  other  fide  had  called  for  particular  obje&ioustd 
the  motion,  forgetting  that  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to 
(tpport  and  to  p'ove,  by  (olid  and  weighty  reafons,  that  it 
would,  if  complied  with,  be  attended  with  fome  material  ad- 
mirage ;  and  until  this  was  done,  that  fide  of  the  Houfe 
heU  itfelf  not  bound  to  ftate  any  particular  objections  againft, 
the  motion,  but  to  reft  their  oppofition  to  it  on  general 
grounds.  With  regard  to  the  hypothefes  ftated  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  Mr.  Pitt  obiervedj 
that  hypothetical  cafes,  however  ferviceably  they  might  il- 
hftrate  general  rules,  yet  in  the  application  of  particular 
cafes  to  general  rules,  they  did  not'  amount  to  reafons.  He 
■ext  proceeded  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  thecondu£l  of  His 
Majefty's  Minifters  rcfpeding  the  late  differences  with  Spain; 
W  been  approved  o£  both  in  the  laft  and  prefent  Parlia- 
neat;  and  in  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefty,  which  had  the 
CflKurrence  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  they  had 
thanked  His  Majefty  for  having  been'able  to  bring  the  nego- 
tiation with  Spain  to  the  prefent  happy  termination.  An 
honourable  gentleman  had  ftated  that  this  motion,  if  given 
way  to,  might  occafion  again  a  revival  of  the  quarrel,  and, 
after  a  reconciliation  was  effeSed,  (hould  it  be  contended 
that  it  was  improper  to  endeavour  to  conciliate  their  good 
will,  and  bury  the  pail  in  oblivion,  looking  only  to  the  good 
of  the  future?  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had,  he  re- 
narked,  noticed  what  had  fallen  from  his  honourable  friend 
relative  to  his  conftituents,  and  afked  if  the  manufacturers 
were  likely  to  have  their  goods  fuffered  to  be  imported  at 
lower  duties  than  before  ?  He  could  not,  Mr,  Pitt  fa  id,  de- 
dare  how  far  we  might  be  fuccefsful  in  that  point ;  but  no- 
thing would  go  fo  far  towards  it,  as  moderation  and  for- 
bearance on  our  part.  Gentlemen  muft  not  be  furprifed  if, 
hitherto,  no  commercial  treaty  had  been  made  with  Spain  ; 
but  he  could  affure  them,  that  a  recent  edift,  to  which,  lie 
prcfumed,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  alluded,  he 
Wereryreafonto  believe  was  at  prefent  fufpended,  which 
"**  a  firong  proof  of  the  favourable  temper  of  Spain ;  and 
Pobably,  his  next  intelligence  would  bring  accounts  ftiii 
nbre  advantageous  to  our  commercial  intercourfe  with  that 
couatry,  if  we  met  her  with  the  fame  inclination  to  be  ami- 
°Me.  With  regard  to  the  commercial  advantages  which 
to  convention  was  likely  to  produce,  it  Was  evident  that  tho 

city 
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city  of  London,  which  was  the  head,  as  it1  wire,  of  the  com* 
merce  of  the  kingdom,  fituated  where  the  beft  informatiortj 
on  every  commercial  fubjed  was  moft  eafy  to  be  obtained* 
thought  that  they  were  obvious,  or  they  would  not  have  ap*] 
proved  of  it,  and  the  approbation  of  the  convention  ihewn' 
by  the  metropolis,  did  not  appear  to  him  a  fit  fuhjed,  anft 
more  than  that  the  approbation  of  the  metropolis  of  thi] 
northern  part  of  the  kingdom  was  very  ludicrous ;  but  tWj 
honourable  gentleman  might  have  found  another  confideralT 
commercial  city  which  approved  of  the  convention,  withoi 
travelling  to  Edinburgh,  to  couple  it  with  the  ridicule  aim< 
at  London,  and  that  was  the  city  of  Briftol.  Without  mean* 
ing  to  anticipate  the  debate  on  the  convention,  Mr.  Phi 
afked,  if  any  man  would  ftate  that  the  precedent  of  Falf 
land  Ifland  was  at  all  analogous  to  the  cafe  of  Nootka  ai 
the  convention  ?  In  that  cafe,  an  ifland,  known  to  have  be 
in  the  pofteflion  of  this  country,  and  belonging  to  His  M; 
jefty,  had  been  taken  pofleffion  of,  though  aftewards  reftore 
but  without  a  Convention  like  the  prefent  one  ;  neither  W; 
the  convention  in  1738  at  all  refemblhtg  it;  on  the  face  < 
both  thofe  was  an  apparent  ground  for  blame ;  but,  in  th4 
prefent,  there  was  no  fuch  appearance.  It  was  evident,  that 
no  claim  had  been  conceded,  that  our  right  to  the  finSeriet 
had  bren> acknowledged,,  and  that  fat isfadiofi  had  been  ob* 
tained  for  the  infult  oftered  to  the  Crown.  The  right  ho* 
nourable  gentleman,  whofe  confeience  would  not  allow  bini 
to  approve  of  the  prefent  convention  with  Spain,  had,  in  a 
recent  in  fiance,  felt  no  fcruples  of  confeience.  At  the  time 
to  which  he  alluded,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  called 
for  no  papers,  and  demanded  no  inquiry,  but  was  a  volun- 
teer in  the  applaufe  beft  owed  on  Ad  mini  ft  rat  ion,  for  their 
condudt  refpe&ing  Holland.  If,  therefore,  he  was*  that  day* 
to  have  a  (hare  in  th£  right  honourable  gentleman's  cehfure* 
for  an  a£r,  for  which,  he  declared,  he  (hould  rejoice  to  the 
laft  hour  of  his  life,  he  was  happy  to  fay  that,  on  another 
point,  he  had  enjoyed  a  fhare  of  his  approbation  ahd  ap- 
plaufe, and  at  that  time  he  had  juft  forgotten  his  duty  to 
his  conftituents. 

The  queftion   being  called  for.  ft  rangers  were  deiired  to 
Withdraw,  and  after  fonie  more  debate,  the  Houfe  divided, 
Ayes,  134;  Noes,  258;     Majority,  124 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tutfdayy  1 4  th  December. 

Mr.  Rofe.  Mr,  Rofe  recommended  the  infertion  of  a  claufe  in  die! 
Land-tax  bill,  for  the  purpofe  of  excepting  from  the  tat 
thofe  annuitants,  whom  an  order  of  Parliament  relieved  front 
that  tax.    He  ftated;  that  feveral  annuitants  were  in  that 

fituation, 
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fituatioo,  and  the  confequence  was,  that  they  were  aflerfed 
after  the  firft  year  to  the  tax,  and  the  fame  was  charged  upon 
the  fund  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  the  annuity ;  fo  that 
this  claufe  was  intended  to  operate  in  the  way  of  Amplifi- 
cation. 
1  he  matter  being  explained,  the  claufe  was  accepted; 
A  petition,  of  a  Angular  nature;  from  Bodmin,  was 
presented;  upon  which, 

Mr.  IVilbraham  ftated,  that  a  petitibn  had  "been  presented  Mr.  Wifc 
% ainft  him  and  the  other  fitting  Member,  complaining  of  brahani. 

,  the  return  on  the.ground  that  "the  Mayor  was  not  duly  qua- 
lified. At  the  time  of  the  ele&ion,  the  fitting  Alderman* 
pretending  to  be  the  legal  returning  officer,  held  an  ele&ion, 
atwhkha  majority  of  the  voters,  who  returned  the  fitting 
Members,  proffered  their  votes,  add  Were  reje&ed.  Sir 
James  La  Roche  and  Mr.   Sullivan,  on  this  pretended  elec- 

\  lion,  but  of  which  no  return  had  been  made  to  the  Clerk  of 
tk  Crown,  petitioned  againft  the  fitting  Members  returned 
by  the  Mayor.  Now,  this  petition  Came  from  the  voters 
tho  offered  their  votes  to  the  fenior  Alderman,  and  were 
iqe&ed;  that,  if  it  mould  be  found  that  the  Mayor  was  not 
the  returning  officer,  they  might  ftill  prove  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  fitting  Members  had  the  majority  of  legal 
wtes  tendered,  at  leaft,  before  the  fenior  Alderman. 
This  was  confidered  by  Mr.  Pitt,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  others; 

j  «  a  petition  not  within  the  purview  of  Mr.  Grenville's  adt ; 
for  it  did  not  complain  of  an  undue  election,  nor  of  an  unjuft 
return.  The  Speaker,  Mr.  Fox,  Mr.  Pulteney,  and  other 
gentlemen,  faid  that,  conditionally,  it  was  a  petition  com* 

'  plaining  of  no  return  being  made  where  a  pretended  ele&ioti 
was  holden,  and  that   if  the  petition  was  not  entertained, 

•fobftantial  injuftice  might  be  done  to  the  fitting  Members ; 
for  it  might  be  proved  that  the  Mayor  was  not  the  returning 
officer,  but  that  the  fenior  Alderman  was;  and  in  cafe  the 
majority  of  legal  voters  were  not  permitted  to  prove  that  they 

|  gave  their  votes  firft  to  the  perfon  Whom  they  believed  to  be 

i  tbe  returning  officer,  and  next  tendered  them  to^the  perfon 
who  pretended  to  bfe  the  officer,  it  might  happen  that  the 
acknowledged  minority  of  the  borough  made  the  election  of 
Members  againft  juftice  and  reafon. 

i     The  queftion  for  bringing  up  the  petition,  was  nega- 

Mr,  Grey  now  rifing,  obierved,  that  he  flibuld  ftill  ven-  Mr.Gref* 
tare  to  propofe  another  motion,  on  the  fubjedk  of  the  con- 
tention, even  in  fpite  of  the  oppofition  which  his  motion  for 
producing  farther  papers  relative  to  the  difpute  and  nego- 
tiation with  Spain,  hadyefterday  met  with,  and  in  fpite,  alfo, 
of  tbe  unwarrantable  dottrine  of  implicit  confidence  in  Mi* 

Vol.  XXVIII.  N  nifters; 
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nifters,  which  had  been  expreflly  laid  down ;  a  con  fi  dene 
againft  which  he  was  determined  to  pro te ft,  with  his  late 
breath.  There  was  ft  ill  fome  information  which  hedeeme 
indifpenfably  neceffary,  and  for  which  he  would  now  ventui 
to  propofe  a  motion.  In  the  convention,  it  was  ftipulatet 
that  Britain  fhould  have  the  right  of  fettlement  in  all  pori 
of  the  norih-wfftern,  coafts  of  North  America,  or  of  tl 
iflands  adjacent,  fituated  to  the  north  of  the  ports  of  the  fai 
coafts  already  occupied  by  Spain  ;  and  it  Was  likewife  flip* 
lated  that  Britain  fliould  have  the  privilege  of  eftablifliin 
filherieson  the  eaftern  and  weftern  coafts  of  South  Americ; 
and  fuch  parts  of  thofe  coafts,  and  the  iflands  adjacent,  2 
aie  fituated  to  the  fouth  of  thofe  parts  already  occupied  b 
Spain.  But  it  was  not  afcertained  what  was  the  extent  < 
thofe  coafts,  or  what  were  their  boundaries.  Who  coul 
then  tell  what  was  the  north  point  of  the  coafts  already  cm 
cupied  by  Spain,  or  what  was  the  fouth  ?  If,  then,  theboui 
darie*  were  not  known,  how  could  the  advantages  derive 
from  the  grant  of  them  be  afcertained,  or  to  what  purpq 
had  the  convention,  by  which  they  were  ceded,  been  made 
Mr.  Grey  followed  up  thefe  obfer  vat  ions  witrua  motion, 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  fuch  inforrrtatic 
"  as  is  neceflary  to  afcertain  what  are  the  moft  northei 
"  parts  of  the  north  weft  coaft  of  North  America,  and  < 
"  the  iildnds  adjacent,  already  occupied  by  Spain." 

This  root  ion  being  put  and  negatived,  Mr.  Grey  ne: 
nio\ed, 

M  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe  fuch  information ; 
"  is  nedeflary  to  afcertain  what  are  the  moft  fouthern  pai 
"  of  the  eaftern  and  weftern  coafts  of  South  America,  ar 
"  of  the  iflands  adjacent,  already  occupied  by  Spain," 

Which  was  alfo  negatived. 

Mr.  Dun-      Mr.  Dunccnibe  contended  that  the  little  interruption  whk 

combe,      thedifpnite  with  Spain  had  occafioned  to  trade  and  manufai 

tures,  a  circumftande  with  which  he  was  more  immediate! 

acquainted,    from  the  commercial   fituation  of  his  confl 

tuents,  and  for  which  he  de fired  to  exprefs  their  gratitud 

reflected  the  higheft  honour  upon  the  wife  and  fpirited  pr< 

ceedings  of  Adininiftration.     Having  expatiated  on  the  vali 

of  an  alliance  between  this  country  and  Spain,  and  defcrib* 

'  the  pernicious  confequences  with  which,  in  our  fituation,  w 

might  have  been  attended,  he  concluded  with  moving, 

"  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majell 
"  afluring  His  Majefty  that  his  faithful  CommonsTiafepn 
c<  ceeded  to  an  attentive  donfideration  of  the  Declaratioi 
"  exchan^d  between  His Majefty's  Ambaflador  and  theM 
u  nifter  or  the  Catholic  King,  and  of  the  convention  whit 

«hi 
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■  has  fince  been  concluded,  and  which  His  Majefty  has  been  N' 

■  gracioufiy  pleafed  to  lay  before  us. 
*  That  they  are  eager  to  embrace  the  firft  opportunity  of 

*  oiTtring  to  His  Majefty  their  cordial  congratulations  on  fo 

*  Latisfaitory   an  iflue   of  the  late  negociatiorf,  which  has 

*  continued  to  thefe  kingdoms  the  hleffings   of  peace,  has 

*  maintained  the  honour  of  His  Majefty's  crown,  l>y  pro- 

*  viding  an  adequate  reparation   for  the  violence  which  was 
m  committed  at   Nootka,  and  has  fee u red  to  His  Majefty's 

•  *  fubjecls  theexercife  of  their  negociation,  commerce,  and 

**  fi/heries  in   thefe  parts  of  the  world  which  were  the  fub- 

u  jecls  of  difcuflion ;  and   that  they    obferve,  at   the  fame 

>*  time,  with  peculiar  pleafure,  the  happy  profpeel  which  is 

u  aiForded  by    this  amicable    arrangement,  avoiding   future 

i  H  occafions  of  inifunderftanding  with  the  Court  of  Spain,  and 
u  of  preferving  that  harmony  which  muft  fo  eflentially  pro- 
u  mote  the  intereft  of  the  two  countries." 

Mr.  Alderman  /%//£* 'feconded  the  motion,  and  approved  Mr.  Aid. 
of  the  convention  with  Spain,  and  expreffed  his  high  fenfeof  Watfoo. 
hs  advantages.     Acquifitions  of  the  greateft  value  to  com- 
mercehad  been  made,  accompanied  by  a  complete  dereliction 
of  the  claims  of  Spain.     The  citizens  of  London  had  already, 

,  m  2n  addrefs,  declared  their  approbation  of  this  meafure; 
anaddrefsin  which  he  was  happy  to  have  had  a  (hare.  It 
was  well  known  with  what  feelings  it  had  been  received  by 
tbe  Houfe;  but  why  fhould  he  fprak  of  feelings,  when  there 

I  prevailed  but  one  feeling  on  the  occaGon  ?  He  juftifiedthe 
delays  *hich  had  occurred,  as  having  proceeded  from  un- 
avoidable circum  fiances,  and  expatiated  on  the  advantages  of 
the  convention,  in  having  eftablifhed  our  claims  in  the  Pa- 
cific Ocean,  and  South  Sea,  in  having  procured  full  repa-" 
ration  of  the  injury,  anU  a  renunciation  of  future  claims. 
It  had  been  objected,  that  we  were  not  allowed  to  carry  on 

I  our  fifhery  within  ten  leagues  of  the  coaft  already  occupied 
by  Spain.     But  this  was  furely  a  very  fmall  fpace  in  an  ex- 

|  tenfive  ocean,  nor  could  they  blame  fuch  a  precaution,  who 

I  reflefted  at  what  pains  we  were  in  this  refpecl  to  guard  our 
own  coafts.  He  expatiated  on  the  profits  which  were  to  be 
derived  from  the  whale  fifhery.  He  did  not  think  it  juft  to 
confider  thefe  acquifitions  as  too  dearly  purchased  with  an 
expence  of  three  millions,  or  deem  that  fum  too  high  a  price 
fcr  the  national  honour.  But  all  that  expence  had  not  been 
incurred  to  the  nation  :  there  was  a  faving  in  the  provifion 

1  of  ftores  and  ammunition,  which,  though  they  had  not  been 

I  procured,  muft  have  become  afterwards  neceffary.     Our  pre- 

f  parations  had  (hewed  the  refburces  of  the  nation,  and  muft 
tend  toreprefs  every  hoftile  attempt,  as  well  as  to  have  us  in 
more  readinefs  in  cafe  of  any  fimilar  accident,   and  they 

N  2  could 
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not  be  confidered  as  ufelefs,  or  merely  as  a  general  mufter  an 

review  of  the  naval  force.     The  only  body  of  men,  wliol 

fituation  he  lamented  on  the  prefent  ocpafion,  were    thol 

high-fpirited  and  gallant  officers  in'the  army  and  navy,  wh 

had  experienced  fo  fevere  a  difappointment  in  their  ardor  t 

ferve  their  country.  .  But  thefe,  he  hoped,  would  find   a  re 

fource  in  the  fame  generpfity  which  had  dictated  a  refentmen 

of  infult. 

Mr*  Mr*  Pulieney  having  obferved,-  that  it  had  bepn  mentions 

fplteney.  ^^  tjje  advantages  which  we  had  obtained  by  theconventio: 

were  extorted  from  Spain,  added,  that  if  this  were  the  cafi 

}t  was  likely  that  they  might  foon  become  the  ground  ofdii 

pute.     What  had  been   unwillingly  granted,  could  not  b 

expected  to  be  fatisfaQorily  or  permanently  enjoyed.      As  t 

our  acquifitions  in  commerce,  they  did   not  appear  to  be  c 

fo  much  importance  as  had  been  dated  by  fome  gefttlerner 

The  trade  in  furs  could  not  be  very  productive  ;  the  price  c 

the  commodity  might,  indeed,  be  at  firft  very  confide  rab?< 

tut  its  value  would  foon  become  diminiflaed,  nor  was  Nooi 

lea  the  only  quarter  from  which  this  commodity  might  h 

derived.      The  reafon  why   the   Spaniards     had  forrherl 

wifhed  to  withhold  the  privilege  of  the  whale.fifhery  frot 

our  veflels  was,  becaufe   it  afforded  an  inlet  to  fmugglinj 

That  privilege  we  had  now  obtained  ;  but  furely,  it  was  he 

fuitable  to  the  dignity  of  a  great  nation,  to  countenanc 

whatfoever  might  have  a  tendency  to  promote  fmugglin 

among  its  fubjedts;  nor  could  we  expefl  the  friendfhip  of  th 

Spaniards,  while  our  fubjefls  were  regarded  by  them   in  th 

invidious  light  of  fmugglers  :  neither  was  it  to  the  fouther 

whale  fifheries  that  we  were  indebted  for  this  branch  of  trade 

Our  fifheries  in  Greenland  were  infinitely  more  extenGve  an 

profitable.     Mr.  Pulteney  next  endeavoured  to  prove,    b 

calculations,  the  different  ftate  of  the  trade  in  Greenland  an 

the  Southern  feas,  and  the  produdt  of  each,  from  which  h 

contended  that  the  fuperiority*  in    every  refpeft  lay  on  th 

fide  of  the  former.     The  fouthern  whale  fiihery,  too,  he  r< 

*     marked,  was  obliged  to  be  fupported  by  a  bounty  amountin 

•   to  no  lefs  than  ten  per  cent,  on  the  produdt  or  the  whoh 

We  had,  befides,  expreffly  engaged  in   the  convention  t< 

prevent  fmuggling ;  a  circumftance  which  was  entirely  ou 

of  our  power:  for,  although  we  fhould  prohibit  fliips  wit! 

imuggled  goods  from  failiqgfrom  our  ports,'  there  were  man; 

ways  by  which  this  reftriftion  might  be  evaded,    and  th 

terms  of  the  convention,  which  we  had  engaged  to  fupport 

violated.     To  have  fecured  the  fteady  friendship  of  Spain 

would,  in  bis  opinion,  have  been  of  much  more  confequene 

to  us  than  the  conditions  on  which  thefe  acquifitions  ha< 

been  made,  and  even  though  pu^chafed  by  their  facrifice. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Montagu  attributed  the  late  improvements  in  naviga-  Mr.Moa- 
tion  to  the  intercourfe  of  commerce  which  we  had  lately  tagu. 
maintained  in  the  South  Seas,  and  to  which,  in  his  opinion, 
pinch  advantage  rnuft  accrue  from  the  convention.  As  a 
proof  of  this,  he  mentioned  the  difficulties  which  Lord  An- 
ion experienced  in  that  navigation  c<vn  pared  with  the  eafe 
with  which  it  was  effected  by  modern  navigators.  He  did 
not  agree  with  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  was  of  opi- 
nion that  lye  ihould  have  facrificed  our  acquifitionsto  a  mere 
point  of  coroplaifance  to  Spain;  and  equally  ihould  he  beg 
leave  to  differ  from  another  honourable  gentleman's  ftatement 
of  the  different  fituations  of  the  whale  fiihery  in  the  South 
Seas,  and  in  the  North.  On  the  contrary,  the  trade  wa$ 
beginning  to  be  transferred  from  the  North  to  the  South  Seas; 
tod  while  the  number  of  the  (hips  fent  to  the  one  had,  of  late 
years,  dirniiiiftied,  that  fent  to  the  other  had  proportionably 
iacreafed*  As  for  the  bounty  given,  it  might  be  con  Tittered 
ssout  of  the  line  of  commerce,  and  intended  to  operate  as 
an  encouragement  to  navigation.  In  this  light,  no  doubt, 
it  was  highly  ufeful.  If  the  trade  was  capable  of  maintain- 
ing (o  many  feamen  as  were  employed  in  it,  ftill  it  was  of 
tbegreateft  advantage,  and  deferving  encouragement. 

Sir  John  Jarvis  afcribed  the  difficulties  which  Lord  Anfon  Sir  JohM 
tad  encountered,    lefs   to   the  navigation,    than   to  the  ob-  JervU. 
ftacles  which  had  been  thrown   in  his  way  by   perfons  in 
England. 

Mr.  Alderman  Curtis  declared,  that  it  was  with  plea fu re  Mr.  Aid. 
he  embraced  this  opportunity  of  adding  his  approbation  to  Curtis. 
die  applaufe  already  be  ft  owed  on  the  convention.  It  was  a 
meafore  highly  beneficial  to  commerce.  The  fifheries  were 
^  fource  of  wealth,  eyejry  da*  becoming  more  productive, 
and  their  flourishing  ftate  coura  not  but  be  promoted  by  the 
additional  fepurity  which  they  had  now  acquired.  He  difap- 
prored  of  the  comparative  ltatement  which  had  been  given 
of  the  whale  fifhery  in  the  South  Seas,  and  the  North,  and 
be  mentioned,  from  his  own  experience,  in  fiances  of  the 
flourifhing  ftate  of  the  former. 

Mr.  Stanley  (Member  for  Wootton  Baffet)  rofe  next,  and     Mr. 
fatd,  Stanley. 

Mr.  Speaker, 

It  is  with  peculiar  fatisfadion  that  I  rife  to  deliver  my  fen- 
timents  on  the  prefent  occafion,  when  the  tranfa&ions  of  the 
late  fummer,  and  the  conduct  of  Adminiftration  relating  to 
the  differences  of  this  country  with  Spain,  are  to  be  difcufled 
to  Parliament. 

An  addrefs  of  thanks  to  His  Majefty,  for  the  happy  ter- 
mination of  thefe  differences,  has  been-  moved  for  and  fe- 
fooded;  and  I  own  mytelf  fo  n*uch  interefted  in  its  fuccefk, 

th^t 
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that  I  hope  it  will  meet  with  no  oppofition.  To  me  the*  pa- 
pers on  the  table,  of  the  Declaration  and  Counter  L>ecla- 
ration,  and  of  the  Convention,  with  a  review  of  all  the  cir- 
cumftances  relating  to  the  t ran fa& ion,  appear  fully  to  jufti- 
fy  the  approbation  of  this  Houfe;  they  feem,  indeed,  fo  fa- 
tlsfafiory,  as  to  fupeffede  entirely  the  neceffity  of  comply- 
ing with  the  wifhesof  feme  gentlemen  for  farther  informa- 
tion. The  papers  they  require  cannot  be  produced,  without 
the  difclofure  of  the  fecrets  of  negotiation ;  a  difclofuie, 
which,  from  its  very  nature,  muft  be  attended  with  many 
inconveniences,  and  might  not  occafion  any  advantage. 

When  information, Of  .the  infult  offered  to  Great  Britain, 
in  theperfons  of  our  countrymen  at  Nootka  Sound,  by  the 
Spaniards,  was  firft:  given  to  the  Public,  well  do  I  retrjember 
the  indignation  exprefled  by  every  individual  at  this  unpro- 
voked aft  ofhoftility,  and  of  the  wanton  cruelty  and  in- 
juftice  which  aggravated  an  offence  i'ufficient  in  itfelf  to  ex- 
cite our  fevereft  refentment.  But  one  fentiment  prevailed 
through  all  the  nation  ;  there  was  not  an  Englifhman  who 
would  have  refufed  his  laft  (hilling  to  revenge  the  caufe  of 
his  countrymen,  and  vindicate  the  honour  of  his  country. 

Reparation,  however,  has  been  made  for  this  offence—— 
ample  and  unequivocal  reparation.  We  have  received  an 
apology  highly  grateful  to  our  feelings,  and  a  conceffion  from 
arrogant  and  infulting  pretentions,  as  advantageous  as  wc 
could  wifli.  We  are  now  authorifed  to  navigate  undifturbed 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  to  fettle  on  all  its  unoccupied  fliores. 
Such  a  termination  as  this  cannot  but  be  favourable  to  Great 
Britain.  Very  different,  indeed,  was  the  condu£t  of  Admi- 
niftration,  in  the  days  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  or  in  the 
more  recent  difpute  relative  to  the  Falkland  Iflands.  It  was 
with  the  greateft  reluflance  that  the  firft  entered  on  a  war, 
that  had  been  juftified  by  repeated  and  repeated  injuries*  Xhe 
fecond  alfo  was  highly  blameable  for  fuffering  the  Spaniards 
to  infert  in  the  treaty  thofe  very  claims  and  pretenfions  which 
had  been  the  caufe  of  the  infult,  and  which  had  ever  been 
allt-dged  in  excufe  for  their  moft  offenfive  behaviour.  For 
the  prefent  Adminiftration  it  had  remained  to  affert  the  dig- 
nity of  Great  Britain,  in  a  becoming  manner.  The  pride  of 
Spain  was  now  humbled  as  it  deferved;  and  who  ought  to 
complain  of  the  fum  the  late  armament  had  coft,  when  it 
had  procured  fo  neceflary  a  vindication  of  our  infulted  ho- 
nour, and  fo  much  glory  to  the  country  ? 

In  anfwer  to  an  obfervation  which  had  been  made,  that 
without  fo  great  an  armament,  without  fo  many  threats, 
Spain  might  have  been  induced,  at  a  much  earlier  part  of  the 
fummer,  to  have  made  us  that  reparation  which  we  obtained 
at  laft,  I  fay,  it  is  not  probable  that  this  would  have  beeft 
—  the 
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the  cafe.  What  appearances  juftified  the  fuppofition  of  pa- 
cific intentions,  or  an  inclination  to  com  prom  ife,  in  the  Court 
of  Spain,  on  the  terms  we  offered  ?  What  papers  are  want- 
iig  to  fhew  how  averfe  that  nation  was,  from  the  beginning, 
to  any  reafooable  accommodation  i  Of  fadts,  there  were  fuf- 
£cient  to  fupport  a  different  opinion.  £>pain  had  been  long 
preparing  a  great  armament  in  fi  lence,  which  ifiued  from  her 
ports  more  formidable  than  any  me  had  ever  produced  fioce 
the  days  of  the  famed  armada;  nor  was  its  appearance  to  us 
autter  of  lefs  furprife  and  aftoniihment.  1  he  infult  had 
been  long  in  meditation.  The  language  of  the  Viceroy  of 
Mexico,  urging  their  haughty  pretentions,  and  excluding  us 
from  any  fettlement  between  Cook's  River  and  Cape  Horn, 
it  once  declared  the  difpofitton  of  the  Spaniards.  By  our 
fpirited  exertions,  this  difpofition  has  been  rendered  ineffec- 
tual, and  they  have  obtained  for  us  all  the  fubmiffive  repara- 
tion we,  in  our  hearts,  could  wifh. 

As  to  the  advantages  promifed  to  us  by  the  convention, 
gentlemen  have  fliewn,  much  better  than  I  can  do,  what 
may  be  ex  peeled  from  the  fur  trade,  and  fouthern  whale 
fifberies.  The  former  is  as  yet  in  its  infancy,  and  therefore 
cannot  be  properly  eftimated.  Some  fpeculation,  however, 
may  be  indulged  on  thofe  advantages  which  are  now  only  in 
hint  per f peel ive.  A  new  continent  is  opened  to  the  com* 
mercial  fpirit  of  our  countrymen ;  and  a  new  fea,  ftrewed 
with  innumerable  iflands,  is  declared  free  to  our  navigators. 
What  may  be  the  value  of  thefe  fources  of  wealth,  cannot  at 
prefent  be  determined,  but  it  will  certainly  be  very  great. 

The  fouthern  filheries  will  now  be  profecuted  in  peace  and 
fecurity.  An  honourable  Member  has  endeavoured  to  de- 
preciate thefe  fisheries  rather  uncandidly,  by  ftatements 
which  I  think  may  be  controverted :  time  will,  however, 
throw  more  light  on  this  fubjecl.  , 

I  do  not  propofe  to  dwell  on  the  narrow  inveftigation  of 
any  branch  of  commerce  affedted  by  this  convention ;  but  I 
Ihall  advert  in  general <o  the  increafe  of  trade  with  China, 
which  will  probably  arife  from  it :  no  matter  if  at  firft  it 
ihould  not  be  very  considerable,  ft  ill  the  importation  of  new 
articles  into  that  empire,  is  another  link  added  to  the  com- 
mercial chain  with  that  great  and  populous  country. 

But,  independent  of  thefe  advantages,  which,  in  the  mafs, 
are  certainly  very  important,  it  would  have  been  a  mortifying 
circumftance,  had  we  tamely  left  to  the  Spaniards  the  un- 
difturbed  poJTeffion  of  half  a  world  !  Were  we  to  be  excluded 
from  feas  which  we  had  explored  at  a  great  expence  ?  Whe- 
ther viewed  as  adding  only  to  our  ttore  of  geographical  know-  " 
ledge,  or  as  an  attempt  to  difcover  new  channels  for  our 
,     commerce,  thefe  expeditions  had  done  great  honour  to  the 

kingdom. 
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kingdom.  And  now  that  the  information  brought  home  ha 
prompted  adventurers  to  riik  their  lives  and  fortunes,  11 
purfuit  of  the  advantages  promifed  to  them  by  our  circum 
navigators,  and  were  beginning  to  experience  how  well  found- 
fed  thefe  promifes  had  been,  were  we  to  abandon  the  profpe<S 
before  us  ?  Ships  have  been  fitted  out  at  the  fame  time  from 
London  and  from  the  Eaft  Indies,  with  a  fpirit  of  enterpfifi 
highly  honourable  to  Englifhmen;  and  fliall  we,  by  refufing 
to  arm  in  defence  of  our  rights,  fuffer  this  fpirit  to  evaporate 
in  fruitlefs  preparation  ?  Certainly  not. 

It  has  been  obferveJ  by  fome  gentlemen,  that  England  bai 
not  gained  by  this  convention  an  exclufive  privilege  of  fet- 
tling on  the  north-weft  fcctaft  of  America1,  but  that  other  na- 
tions will  {hare  in  this  advantage  at  our  expence.  I  do  not, 
however,  confider  this  circumftance  in  the  tight  they  do  3 
on  the  contrary,  it  heaps  additional  honour  on  this  country, 
that  we,  of  all  Europe  alone,  have  had  the  fpirit,  and  per* 
haps  the  power,  to  affert  the  rights  of  nations.  We  alone 
have  redrefled  the  general  grievance,  and  puniihed  the  arro- 
gance of  the* haughty  and  ambitious  Spaniard;  we  have 
forced  them  to  relinquish  their  ufurpations  and  pretentions 
to  unbounded  empire,  and  we  now  meet  with  the  reward  of 
our  generous  exertions.  The  fuperiority  of  this  country  is 
acknowledged  univerfally,  and  the  name  of  Englilhman  is  a 
glorious  appellation. 

From  this  view  of  the  convention,  I  arri  inclined  to  give 
it  my  ftrongeft  fupport.  It  is  an  honourable  and  an  advan- 
tageous treaty.  I  have  delivered  the  fentiments  it  has  excited 
probably  with  too  much  warmth  ;  but  as  I  felt  them  ftrong- 
ly,  fo  have  I  expreffed  them. 
Mr.  Mr.  Loveden  oppofed  the  addrefs,   becaufe  to  him  there 

Lovedcn.  appeared,  nothing  to  recommend,  but  much  to  cenfure,  in 
the  convention.  With  regard  to  the  ftatement  made  by  the 
honourable  Alderman  of  the  value  of  whale  oil,  he  begged  to 
inform  the  Houfe,  from  a  price  current  which  he  then  held 
in  his  hand,  that  the  fouthern  oil  was  fold  laft  week  for  x  81. 
and  19k  per  ton,  and  the  northern  for  24I.  and  25I.  Sper- 
maceti he  faw  marked  at  52L  the  ton;  but  this  he  hardly 
fuppofed  the  honourable  Alderman  alluded  to,  when  he  fpoke 
generally  of  the  oil  from  the  South  Seas,  fince  it  was  well 
known  that  the  fpermaceti  was  not  above  a  tenth  of  the  oil 
brought  from  the  South  Seas. 
Mr.  Aid.  Mf*  Alderman  Curth  anfwered,  that  the  fhips  did  not  go' 
Curtis,  to  the  South  Seas  for  lamp  oil ;  the  fouthern  whale  fifhers 
went  out  for  the  purpofe  of  taking  the  fpermaceti  whale, 
which  was  always  to  be  found  in  deep  water,  but  never  in 
foundings,  and  the  oil  of  thofe  whales  would  fetch  52L  per 
ton ;  a  black  whale,  however,  if  fallen  in  with  in  the  voyage; 

Would 
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I  not  be  negle&ed,  as  black  oil  would  help  to  make  up 
i  freight}  though  he  knew  very  well;  that  the  black  oil 
i  the  South  Seas  was  not  equal  in  value  to  that  from  the 
forth ;  but  the  black  oil  was  the  object,  the  fpermaceti  was 
farays  the  object  of  the  voyage. 

Sir  William  Youn%  having  premifed  that*  upon  the  King's  Sir  Wirt. 
~_    to  the  Houfe,  relative  to  our  difference  with  Spain,  Young. 
i  honourable  Member  of  Oppofition  had   remarked,  that 
regard  to  the  poflefliou  in  difpute,  no  claim  could  be 
lory,  except  the  claim  of  occupancy,  bbferved,  that 
bht  of  occupancy  bad  now  been*  obtained.     He  enumerated 
er  treaties,  in    all  of  which,  lie  contended,  that  Spain 
denied   our  right  to  the  pofleflions  which  it  had  now 
He  remarked  how  defirable  it  was  for  Britain  to  be 
\  inftrument  of  fecuring   the  privilege  of  a  free  fea,  not 
ihrtoher  own  fuhjects,  but  to  all  the  world. 
Mr.  Grey  exprefftd  his  aftonifliment  to  hear  it  aflerted  that  Mr.  Gref 
\  pofleffions  ceded  in  the  convention  by  Spain  to  thiscoun- 
/,  had  been  obtained  contrary  to  tire  engagement  of  former 
Mtics.      Now,  what  Was  this  but   to  deny  the  right  of  this 
!try  to   thefe  pofleflions,  as  treaties   furely    can  be  the 
Jy  criterion  of  that  right.     Confidering  the  convention  in 
r light    in  which  he   regarded   it,  he  could  by    no  means 
cur  in   the   addrefs  of  approbation.     The  original  pr'in- 
pic  held  out  in  His  Majefty's  fpeech,  of  an  abfolute  and  po- 
lite ru;ht,  had  been  departed  from,  and  in  its  (lead  fub- 
li;oted  a  right,  uncertain  and  illuGve.     We  were  allowed 

>  make  fettlements ;  but  how  t  Where  are  we  to  go  ?  what 

>  the  extent  and  Gtuation  of  the  boundaries  affigned  ?    Are 
Ho  be  told,  that  we  are  allowed  to  fettle  fomewhere,  but 

place  is  left  undefined  ?    What,  then,    is  it  that  we  have 

bained  hy  this  convention  ?  what  acceffion  have  we  made  to 

privileges  or  pofleffions  ?  We  had  before  a  right  to  trade 

ith  Spain.     Are  we  now  permitted  to  extend  our  commerce 

Nootka  }    It  is   no  where  mentioned  in  the  convention ; 

ay,  it  falls  exprefsly  under  the  lift  of  thofe  places  which  are 

>  be  given  up  to  Spain,  and  for  which  we  were  bound  to 
accept  a  cornpenfation.  With  regard  to  thofe  places  in  which 
we  have  obtained  a  fettlement,  it  is  only  in  conjunction  with 
the  Spaniards ;  accefs  is  every  where  left  to  them  ;  where  we 
may  form  a  fettlement  upon  one  hill,  thi  y  may  ert-61  a  fort 
upon  another.  A  merchant  inuft  run  all  the  riik  of  dif- 
covery,  and  all  the  expencesof  eftabliftiment,  for  a  property 
of  foch  a  nature  as  fhall  be  liable  to  be  the  fubjed  of  conti- 
nual difpute,  and  can  never  be  placed  upon  a  permanent  foot* 
ing  of  fecurity.  Where  then  are  the  boafted  acqui  fit  ions  and  , 
advantages  of  this  convention  ?  where  then  is  its  tendency  to 
prevent  the  occurrence  of  difputes,  and  fecurc  the  continuance 
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of  harmony  ?  We  have  neither  increafed  our  pofieftions,  0 
infured  our  hopes  of  tranquillity.  By  the  convention,  no 
thing  has  been  fettled,  nothing  has  been  fecured.  With  re* 
gard  to  our  rights,  we  are  left  in  a  ftate  equally  uncertain  sw 
before,  while  the  probability  of  an  approaching  rupture,  in* 
ftead  of  being  diminished,  is  increased,  and,  in  our  preienl 
(ituation,  is  ftill  more  to  be  apprehended  than  ever*  Mn 
Grey  concluded  with  obferving,  that,  for  thefe  confiderations. 
he  inould  move  that  the  Houfe  do  now  adjourn. 
Mf«  Mr.  Dundas  contended,  that  every  neceflary  information 

Dundas.  ha(j  \}een  given,  to  warrant-the  Houfe  to  proceed  into  a  difc 
cuflion  or  the  merits  of  the  convention  with  Spain.      That 
when  intelligence  of  the  outrage  committed  at   Nootka  ar- 
rived in  England,  His  Majtfty  was  plea  fed  to  make  an  ira* 
mediate  communication  of  it  to  the  Houfe  in  the  month  of 
May — that  violence  had  been  exercifed  by  the  Court  of  Spain 
towards  Britifh  fubje&s,  founded  upon  an  ufurped  claim  of 
an  exclufive  right  to  occupancy,  navigation,  and  commerce^ 
in  the  Pacific  Ocean ;  and  that  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  nation  were  immediately  aflfe&ed  by  fuch  a  wanton  ani 
unprovoked  attack.     The  Houfe  at  once  refented  the  infolt, 
by  an  unanimous  vote  in  fupport  of  meafures  for  retaliation* 
An  adequate  reparation  was  demanded  for  the  injury  foftain- 
ed  by  individual?,  as  well  as   a  complete  fatisfaSion  for  the 
indignity  offered  to  the  nation.     In  regard  to  the  firft  point, 
&  reparation  had  been  obtained,  as  fpecified  in  the  Declaration 
and  Counter-Declaration,    in  the  month  of  July.     Such  had 
been  the  compenfation  acquired  by  this  preliminary  treaty, 
that   an  honourable   gentleman   had  doubted    whether  the 
friendfhip  of  the  Spanilh  nation  had  not  been  eafier  conciliat- 
ed and  better  fecured  by  a  difplay  of  greater  moderation  and 
generofity.     But  as  the  wild  and  extravagant  claims  of  Spain 
to  an  exclufive  right  to  all  the  fouth-weft  corfft  of  America, 
had  been  countenanced  by   our  tacit  fubmiflion,  and  other 
European  nations,  this  rircumftance  may  prove  fome  exte- 
nuation of  that  abfurd  pretenfion.     The  fpirit  of  the  nation 
was  roufed  at  laft  to  vindicate  its  honour,  and  to  aflert  an 
equal  right  with  Spain  to  occupancy,  trade,  dnd  navigation, 
in  thofe  parts.     Whatever   fettlement  we  had  at  Nootkd, 
every  thing  was  reflored  according  to  circumftances,  either 
in  land  or  pecuniary  compenfation.     So  much  as  to  repara- 
tion.   But  it  has  been  afked,  what  have  we  for  the  fecurity 
of  our  fettlement  ?  Is  there  any  precife  line  of  demarkation 
drawn  as  a  boundary  ?  No.     This  were  impracticable,  as  we 
were  not   contending  for  a  few  miles,  but  a  large  world. 
;  How  could  lines  of  demarkation,  then,  be  drawn,  without 

I  infinite  delay,  and  an  enormous  un neceflary  expence  ?    W« 

'  ought  then  to  proceed  upon  another  principle.    At  Nootka 

we 
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e  bad  obtained  a  fpecific  right  of  fettlement,  to  trade 
md  fifh,  and  Spain,  by  the  contention,  .has  receded  from 
,ba  cIjuh  to  exclusive  right.  The  filhery  had  flourished 
wiih  a  rapiility  unequalled,  when  even  cramped  by  reft  no- 
tions. With  what  rapidity  muft  it  improve,  when  every 
impediment  toitsprcfperity  is  removed  !  This  country  would 
pot  be  limited  in  its  market.  Its  wealth,  continued  Mr. 
Daodas,  is  founded  upon  the  {kill  of  our  manufacturers,  and 
ike  adventures  of  our  merchants.     Thefe  railed  our  arma- 

mtt,  and  rendered  us  formidable  and  refpedtable  in  the 
fcue  of  Europe.  Our  profperity  is  the  admiration  and  envy 
of  the  world.  We  do  not  infift  on  any  right  to  invade  the 
colonial  rights  of  other  nations,  in  order  to  extend  our  com- 
merce; but  the  fpirit  of  commercial  adventure  in  this  coun- 
try is  unbounded.  Much  has  been  faid  as  to  the  duration  of 
tic  negociation,  and  a  reference  was  made  to  the  Falkland 
Iland  convention  :  but  did  gentlemen  con  fide  r,  that  in  the 
•egociation  there  were  two  treaties  ;  a  preliminary  one?  dc- 
ucding  reparation,  which  was  concluded  in  July  ;  and  an- 
other, ratified  in  November,  adjufting  the  matter  of  right  to 
occupancy,  trade,  and  navigation  ;  that  the  Falkland  Ifland 
aqpciaiion  had  been  as  long  depending  as  the  prefent,  with 
thii  great  difference,  that  the  parties  were  all  in  London  ; 
yet  the  expence  amounted  to  three  millions,  and  little  more 
than  that   fum  had  now  been  expended,  notwithftanding  the 

at  diftance  between  London  and  Madrid.  T)iat  the  pro- 
crafU nation  complained  of  was  reafonable ;  that  the  effect  it 
produced,  by  the  ready  equipment  of  as  complete  a  fleet  as 
ever  appeared  upon  the  ocean,  had  more  than  compenfated 
far  the  exptnee,  by  the  credit  and  eflimation  in  which  we 
were  viewed  by  all  the  States  of  Europe. 

Mr.  Windham  faid,  that  he  muft  take  the  liberty  to  ex-  Mr. 
piefs  his  doubts  whether  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Windham 
Dundas)  had  clearly  and  fatisfaclorily  pioved  th3t  our  honour 
had  received  a  reparation,  and  that  our  rights  had  been  fet- 
tled beyond  difpute.  How,  he  fhould  beg  leave  to  a(k,  was, 
it  poffible  for  him  to  be  convinced  of  the  ju  Mice  of  the  affer- 
tion,  without  feeing  the  documents  upon  which  he  was  to 
fitppofe  that  it  was  grounded.  For  his  own  part,  he  per- 
ceived nothing  in  the  convention  ;  to  him  it  appeared  open 
for  endlefs  difputes.  He  confidered  the  hovering  a£t  allowed 
to  the  Spanifli  fettlements,  to  be  of  ten  times  more  importance 
to  them  than  any  thing  given  to  us.  It  was  faid,  that  we 
bad  aright  to  all  the  territory  which  did  not  come  within  the 
extent  of  the  Spanifli.  occupancy ;  the  extent  of  the  Spanifli 
occupancy  had  been  allowed  to  be  fluctuating  and  various, 
for  which  reafon  it  was  out  of  our  power  to  fix  any  precife 
Emits;  we  were,  therefore,  guilty  of  a  ftrange  contradi&ion, 
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in  declaring  ourfelves  to  have  marked  out  that  diftinQion 
boundary,  which  we  at  the  fame  time  confeffed  irnpoffible 
be  made.  With  regard  to  the  time,  it  was  difficult  to  i 
that  the  negociation  was  too  long  or  too  fhort,  becaufe  gc 

%  tlemen  had  been  kept  completely   in  the  dark  on  the  fubje 

Better  terms,  however,  he  (hould  imagine,  might  Have  be 

obtained  ;  and,  after  all,  the  word  event  would  have  been 

have  gone  to  war-;    a  war,  in  which,  he  conceived,  tht 

would  have  been  nothing  to  fear,  except  that  which  was  ; 

ready,  in  a  confiderahle  degree,   incurred,  the  expence, 

Mr.  Mr.  Smith  obferved,  that  the  whole  coaft  of  Prince  W; 

Smith.     Ham's  Sound  was  free  for  us  to  fettle  on,  no  place  being  o 

cupied  there  by    a    Spanifli  colony  ;  and  that  all    the  git 

points  at  iffue  were  arnica! ly  fettled  by  the  convention  ;  \ 

had  a  total  renunciation  of  unlimited  claims,  and  a  full  rep 

ration  for  the  infult  to  the  Britifli  flag  ;  nothing  elfe  could  i 

required. 

Colonel        Colonel  Phlpps  having  premifed  that  his  right  honours!: 

•  Phipps.  friend  over  the  way  had  ft  a  ted  that  his  principal  objedHc 
was  the  want  of  a  precife  demarkation  of  the  limits  whk 
were  to  be  prufcrihed  to  us,  and  to  mark  out  the  fair  trad< 
from  the  fmuggler,  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  or  the  north  weftei 
coafts  of  South  America,  added,  that  although  the  line  < 
demarkation  *  as  not  drawn,  yet  the  dangers  of  which  h 
right  honourable  friend  had  exhibited  fo  alarming  a  pidrun 
were  not  to  be  dieaded.  The  Colonel  having  underftood  Mi 
Windham  to  have  faid,  that  we  might  have  eafily  fettled  at 
without  incurring  the  ex  pence  of  a  guinea,  by  ceding  ever 
thing  to  Spain  in  the  firft  inftance,  argued  what  he  terroc 
the  abfolute  neceffi  ty  which  impelled  us  to  refcue  the  nations 
honour  from  difgrace,  by  relenting  infult.  The  Colone 
concluded  with  the  following  lines  from  Shakefpeare  : 

'•  "   And  fell  the  mighty  fpace  of  our  large  honours 

"  For  fo  much  tralh  as  may  be  grafped  thus  ? 
u  I'd  rather  be  a  dog,  and  bay  the  moon, 
"  Than  fuch  a  Roman." 

J  Mr.  PFindbam,  in  anfwer,  flated  the  value  of  the  foutherr 

\  fifhery  as  a  nurfery  of  feamen,  and  explained,  to  (hew  that 

L  his  honourable  friend  had  mifconceived  his  meaning. 

\  Lord  Lord  Muncafter  pronounced  an  eulogium   not  only  upon 

J         Muncafter  the  convention,  but  upon  the  Minifter,  for  the  great  abilities 

which  he  had  evinced  in  bringing  it  to  perfection  in  fo  fhort 

a  time.     He  lamented  that  any  attempt  mould  be  made  to 

\  throw  a  lhade  over  the  merits  of  a  meafiire  which  called  for 

.  tmiverfal  applaufe.     Expatiating  upon  what  he  contended 

l  were  the  beneficial  confequences  which,  in   all  probability! 

\  would  attend  the  meafure,  Lord  Muncafter  faid  he  was  at  a 

:   :  Jiff 


A.  1790.  D    E    BT   A    T    E    S.  101 

lofs  to  conjecture  what  might  be  the  intended  effect  of  the 
oppofit ion  which  had  been  made  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide  of  the  Houfe.  He  declared,  though  a  friend  to  the  Mi- 
nifler  himfeif,  he  had  ever  been  an  admirer  of  the  great  and 
difiinguifhed  abilities  of  thofe  gentlemen,  and  always  con- 
ceived^ that  notwithAanding  the  perfonal  contentions  for 
power  in  which  he  daily  law  them  engaged,  yet,  when  the. 
public"  intereft  was  at  ftake,  and  a  queftion  involving  con- 
tinences of  the  firft  national  importance  fell  under  confide* 
ration,  there  was  but  one  fentiment  pervaded  the  Houfe,  and 
that  men  of  all  parties  felt  alike,  and  were  unanimous  in 
promoting  an  object  fo  dear  to  Englishmen.  Lord  Muncafter 
added,  tl.at  he  was  the  more  at  a  lofs,  when  he  confidered 
the  candid  conduct  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded  in 
1787,  when  a  meafure  fimilar  to  the  prefent  was  under  dif- 
enflion.  The  hufinefs  of  that  year,  he  was  ready  to  allow, 
had  been  a  bulinefs  of  infinite  magnitude  and  importance, 
bat  the  prefent  he  regarded  as  a  meafure  of  far  greater  confe-  • 

<jornce  to  the  country,  from  the  effential  advantages  which 
it  promised  to  pur  arts,  our  manufactures,  and  our  com- 
merce. 

General  Smith  (Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on  India  General 
Affairs,  in  the  two  Parliaments  preceding  the  laft)  ftated  a  Smith. 
caitom  in  India  in  carrying  on  a  commerce  with  an  ifland, 
where  trading  with  Englilh  mips  was  forbidden,  in  order  to 
evade  the  prohibition  maflcr :  the  cuilom  was,  to  make  a  black 
man  a  Mahommedan,  and  by  a  proper  underftanding  with 
the  Governor  or  Deputy  Governor  of  the  ifland,  to  carry  on 
the  commerce.  The  General  farther  faid,  that  the  natives 
and  inhabitants  of  the  whole  of  thofe  coafts  of  America,  with 
whom  the  convention  authorifed  a  trade,  were  cannibals. 

Mr.  Roll*  obferved,  that  he  reprefented  a  moft  confiderable  M  .  Rollc 
coonty,  and  that  he  was  aware  that  one  part  of  his  confti- 
tuents  approved  the  convention,  and  he  hoped  that  the  other 
part  would  approve  of  it  alfo.     Mr.  Rolle  declared  that  he 
gave  the  right  honourable  gentleman  his  confidence. 

Mr.  Ryder  obferved,  that  he  fhould  not  have  offered  his  j^r# 
Sentiments  to  the  Houfe,  but  it  was  a  queftion  of  fuch  im-  Ryder. 
po  ranee,  that  he wifhed  to  fay  a  few  words  refpecting  it.  The 
gentlemen  on  the  other  lide  had  ridiculed  it  as  a  queftion  of 
confidence,  which  they  reprobated.  He  would,  were  it  ne- 
crflary,  prove,  from  very  high  authorities,  that  there  often 
did  occur  queftions,  in  which  it  was  the  duty  of  that  Houfe 
to  give  full  confidence  toMinifters;  treaties  were  among  the 
avmber.  With  regard  to  his  right  honourable  friend,  his 
declarations  and  conventions  did  him  the  higheft  honour,  but 
he  well  knew  his  right  honourable  friend  was  willing  to  be 
praifedonly  for  his  actions;    by  that  teft  he  was  fure  he 

might 
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might  challenge  every  fort  of  trial.     The  claims  of  Spain, 
though  exorbitant,  were  what  flie  had  long  made,  and  would 
have  enforced,  had  ftie  been  able ;  he  rejoiced,  therefore,  thac 
at  a  fit  opportunity  it  had  adtually  become  neceflary  for  this 
country  to  arm  and  enforce  her  rights.     Had  it  not  happened 
.  this  year,  it  mult  fooner  or  later,  and  had  Spain  ftood  in  other 
circumftances,  a  war  at  any  rate  muft  have  been  the  confe- 
quence.     Fortunately  for  us,  that  calamity  had  been  avoided, 
and  we  had  obtained  our  objetSt ;  not  what  might  be  regarded 
as  new  rights,  but  the  acknowledgment  of  rights  long  refilled 
and  difputed.     The  obtainment  of  that   objeit,  therefore, 
was  furely  of  no  inconfiderable  value.     It  had  coft  us  three 
millions  and  a  half,  and  although  that  fum  muft  be  acknow- 
ledged to  be  a  large  one,  yet,  when   all  the  circumftances 
were  confidered,    it  was,  in  his  opinion,  fully  ju  ft  triable. 
He  did  not  mean  to  fay  we  were  the  better  for  the  ex  pence, 
but  the  infult  once  given,  we  were  bound  to  refent  it,  and 
procure  reparation  for  the  national  honour,  or  we  fhpuld  have 
incurred  the  contempt  of  all  Europe.     Mr.  Ryder  advifed 
the  Houfe  to  compare  the  whole  bufinefs  with  the  affairs 
of  private  life.     An  affront  is  given,  a  duel  is  fought,    but 
gentlemanlike  fatisfa&ion  has  been  obtained,  and  there  re- 
mains the  furgeon's  bill  to  pay.     It  would  be  fa  id,  the  fitu- 
ation  of  the  affronted  perfon  was  not  the  fame  as  before;  it 
was  true;  but  let  the  fituation  of  the  perfon  affronted  be 
compared  to  what  it  would  have  been,  if  he  had  not  refented 
the  affront,  he  muft,  in  that  cafe,  have  remained  the  perpe- 
tual fcorn  of  all  who  knew  him,  and  be  conftantly  expofed  to 
receive  a  flmilar  affront.     So  with  us ;  we  had  fpiritedly  re- 
fented an  infult  as  foon  as  we  knew  that  it  was  offered,  and 
had  manifefted  to  all  the  world,  that  an  infult  could  not  be 
offered  to  Great  Britain  with  impunity. 
Mr,  Fox.      Mr.  Fox  prefaced  a  moft  able  difcuffion  of  the  convention, 
and  the  general  policy  of  Great  Britain,  with  refpeft  to  fo- 
reign powers,  with  fome   remarks  on  the  Angular  mode  in 
which  the   debate  had  been  opened.     It  was  hardly  worth 
while  to  notice  particular  modes  of  fpeaking,  except  when, 
by  frequent  repetition,  they  grew  into  a  fort  of  fafhion,  and 
feemed  to  convey  ideas  not   ftriftly  conftitutional.     It  was 
perfectly  fair  for  any  gentleman  to  fay  that  he  had  the  ho- 
nour of  rerepfenting  an  extenjfive  county,  or  a  great  commer- 
cial city,  and  that  fuch  or  fuch  he  conceived  to  be  the  fetife 
of  his  conftituents;  but  to  introduce  this  with* -view  of  giv- 
ing greater  weight  to  the  opinion  that  he  was  to  deliver,  or 
any  weight  but  what  it  might  derive  from  the  force  of  his 
argument*  was  neither  proper  nor  parliamentary.     The  lead- 
ing principle  of  the  Houfe  was,  that  all  the  Members,  whe- 
ther Knights  of  Shires,  Citizens,  or  Burgefies,  were  on  a 

footing; 
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footing  of  perfect  equality.  They  werenot  to  confider  them* 
fclves  individually  as  the  reprafentatives  of  this  or  that  par- 
ticular body,  but  as  the  reprefentativcs  of  the  People  of  Great 
Britain,  and  in  this  point  of  view,  the  voice  and  opinion  of  a 
Member  returned  by  the  mod  rotten  borough  in  the  king- 
Ami,  were  of  equal  authority  with  thofe  of  a  Member  re- 
turned by  the  moft  populous  county,  or  moft  opulent  city. 
This  mode  of  f pea  king,  however,  the  gentlemen  who  moved  • 
and  feconded  the  addrefs,  had  thought  proper  to  adopt,  and 
with  a  reference  alfo  to  the  opinion  of  their  conftituents  on 
the  meafure  before  the  Houfe.  How  they  were  allured  of 
dot  opinion,  it  was  not  his  bufinefs  to  enquire.  As  far  as  he 
had  heard,  it  was  a  meafure  on  which  the  opinion  of  the 
country  at  large  was  much  divided ;  and  on  which  few  gen* 
tkmen  could  venture  to  pronounce  what  was  the  opinion  of 
tfae  majority  of  their  conftituents.  But  it  was  the  duty  of 
dbe  Houfe  to  examine  it  in  its  own  proper  merits,  without 
regard  to  opinions,  or  reports  of  opinions,  and  inftead  of  de- 
bating aboat  what  were  the  fentiments  of  the  manufacturers 
cf  Yorkshire,  or  the  merchants  of  London  refpecting  it,  to 
coofine  their  attention  to  fuch  information  and  fuch  docu- 
meats  as  were  regularly  before  them.  A  noble  Lord  (Mun- 
cafier)  had  exprefled  his  furprife  at  the  prefent  conduct  of 
gentlemen  on  his  fide  of  the  Houfe,  compared  with  their  con- 
dad  on  a  fimilar  occafion,  in  1787,  wjhen  the  interpolation 
I  of  this  country  in  the  affairs  of  Holland  was  under  difcuf- 
fion.  Thofe  who  had  alluded  to  that  t  ran  faction,  had  done 
kim  tbejufticeto  acknowledge  that  he  had  liberally  com- 
jnended  the  meafures  then  adopted  ;  and  this,  inflead  of  ex- 
citing their  furprife,  ought  to  be  confidered  as  a  proof  of  his 
incerity  in  condemning  the  meafures  now  under  difcufliori. 
If  the  late  meafures  were  fo  generally  .popular  as  they  had  been 
leprefented,  thofe  who  voluntarily  incurred  the  rifk  of  un* 
popularity,  by  arguing  again  ft  them,  were  furely  entitled  to 
credit  for  the  purity  of  their  motives.  It  was  eafy  at  all 
times  to  fwim  with  the  tide,  and  fomething  might  be 
gained  by  flattering  popular  opinion.  To  oppofe  it,  was 
a  talk  as  unprofitable  as  ungracious ;  and  he  who  undertook 
k,  moft  reasonably  be  fuppofed  to  aft  under  the  influence  of 
feme  ftronger  and  more  laudable  motive  than  the  afFe&ation 
iif  Angularity.  He  was  ready  to  own,  that  he  wifhed  for 
popularity  ;  he  had  enjoyed  the  poffeflion  of  it ;  he  had  been 
aomfied  by  its  lofs-  Neither  the  cne  nor  the  other  de- 
pended on  himfelf;  but  it  was  always  in  his  power  to  do  what 
fcefelt  to  be  his  duty ;  and  lie  had  ever  held  pleafing  his  con- 
ftiroenrs  as  an  inferior  confideration  to  that  of  difcharging  the 
doty  with  which  they  had  entrufted  him.  Another  gentle- 
(Mr.Roile)  the  reprefentative  of  a  large  county,  had 

faid, 
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faid,  that  his  conftituents  repofed  great  confidence  in  the 
Minifter.  Their  confidence  was  no  argument  for  the  con^ 
fidtnceof  the  Hou(e.  He,  as  the  reprefentative  of  a  city^ 
not  the  lea  A  populous  or  opulent  in  the  kingdom,  compofed 
of  inhabitants  of  as  various  descriptions,  and  likely  to  be  a* 
well  informed  as  thofe  of  any  other,  could  refer  to  ftronger 
proofs  of  the  confidence  of  his  conftituents  than  any  that  the 
•honourable  gentleman  could  produce,  were  he  to  confider 
thefe  as  any  corroboration  of  his  argument.  Infteadofre- 
forting  to  this  (ore  of  authority,  he  wifhed  to  enter  into  the 
difcuffion  of  the  convention  on  fuch  information  as  the 
Houfe  had  before  them ;  and  firft,  to  give  his  reafons  for 
voting  for  the  motion  to  adjourn,  rather  than  for  a  motion 
of  praife  or  of  cenfure.  When  the  Houfe  refolved  laft  night- 
that  they  would  fee  no.  papers  but  the  papers  on  their  table*' 
they  precluded  inquiry,  and,  of  courfe,  rendered  cenfure  and: 
approbation  equally  improper.  When  the  neceffary  illuftra- 
tions  were  refufed,  it  was  impoflible  to  fay  whether  the  inea*- 
fure  was  beneficial  or  the  contrary.  Had  they  any  means  of 
knowing  that  the  terms  obtained  by  the  convention,  oc 
terms  relatively  as  good,  could  not  have  been  obtained  in  the 
firft  ftage  of  the  bufinefs^  before  the  Declaration  and  Coun- 
ter-Declaration were  exchanged,  immediately  after  they 
were  exchanged,  or  at  foroe  intermediate  period,  between 
that  and  the  4th  of  November  ?  If  they  had  precluded  them* 
feives  from  knowing  the  circumftances  on  which  the  merit  of 
demerit  of  the  negotiation  fo  effentially  depended,  on  what 
pretence  could  they  either  cenfure  or  approve }  If  it  was 
true  that  Spain  had  offered  to  difarm  immediately  after  the 
exchange  of .  the  two  Declarations,  which  there  was  reafoo 
to  believe,  although  they  had  tefolved  that  they  would  not 
enquire,  ought  they  to  pafs  a  vjote  of  thanks  to  His  Majefty'i 
Minifters,  when,  by  agreeing  to  difarm  in  Auguft,  th« 
greater  part  of  the  expence,  and  much  of  the  lofs  and  incon- 
venience naturally  refulting  from  the  hazard  of  war,  might 
have  been  faved  ?  Thefe  were  furely  good  grounds  for  fufpend* 
ing  their  opinion  ;  but  if  he  thought  the  convention  asgoodj 
advantageous,  and  fecure,  as  he  thought  it  bad,  infecure, 
and  inadequate  to  what  the  country  had  a  right  to  demand] 
he  would  not  vote  for  an  addrefs  of  approbation,  on  the  blind 
confidence  that  was  demanded  of  him ;  and  for  this  too,  fooie 
additional  reafons  had  appeared  in  the  debate. 

The  honourable  Magiftrate  who  fecohded  the  addrefs,  had 
felt  himfelf  called  upon  to  give  a  fpecimeri  of  his  local  know- 
ledge, of  which  he  had  been  able  to  colle&  no  more  than  thai 
the  Straits  of  Magelhaens  were  to  be  found  in  the  extremitj 
of  the  fouth  of  America.  But  he  had  traverfed  the  globe; 
from  the  north- weft  to  the  north  eaft,  and  emphatically  de 

manded 
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i  Banded,  "  Who  did  not  fee  that  we  rauft  continue  armed* 

[  **  till  the  Baltic  prefented  to  the  northern  fleets  a  plain  of 
*  impenetrable  ice?9  If  it  was  true,  that  the  fleets  of  the 
Baltic  had  been  the  reafon  for  our  continuing  armed. 
nhich,  as  well  from  the  quarter  whence  the  intimation  had 
come,    as  from  other  circumftances,  there  was  ground  to 

^  tipe&f  he  fhould  be  glad  to  hear  it  from  authority.  On 
fe  policy  of  fucb  conduct  he  would  not  touch  ;  but  if  Mi- 
M&m  had  kept  up  an  armament  for  one  purpofe,  they  ought 
not  to  call  upon  the  Houfe  to  pay  for  it  under  colour  pf 
another.  This,  on  the  face  of  it,  would  be  a  circumftance 
rf  ftrong  fufpicion,  which,  if  they  fuffered  to  pafs  over 
without  examination,  they  were  no  longer  the  controllers 
Ml  the  judges  of  public  ineafures,  but  mere  tools  in  the  hands 
tf  the  executive  Power.  It  was  obferved  by  fome,  that  free 
Governments  were  ill  calculated  for  thofe  mailer  ftrekes  of 
foiicy,  by  which  one  end  was  more  eafily  effedted,  while 
another  was  pretended  to  be  kept  in  view.  He  conceived 
k  was  a  merit  in  free  Governments,  npt  a  defed,  that  they 
prevented  thefe  ftrokes  of  crooked  and  infidious  policy, 
wfckh  none  but  the  weak  would  admire,  and  none  but  th^ 

'  wicked  would  execute.  Were  the  Houfe  to  fan&ion  fuch  a 
be  of  conduit,  the  Government  of  this  country  would  be 
vorie  and  more  faithlefs  than  the  moil  abfolute  defpotifm  ; 
kcaufe,  under  the  colour  of  a  free  Government,  Minifters, 
by  collufion  with  the  Houfe,  would  be  enabled  rnore  effec- 
tually to  deceive.  It  was  a  fundamental  principle  of  our 
Government,  and  a  principle  never  to  be  departed  from,  that 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  was,  on  no  pretext,  to  vote  money 
for  one  purpofe,  when  the  ex  pence  had  been  incurred  for 
another.  He  fliould  not  have  faid  fo  much  on  the  ftrength  of 
an  obiervatton  from  an  honourable  gentleman  not  immediately 
conneded  with,  though  very  friendly  to,  Administration,  if 
it  bad  not  (truck  him  as  being,  perhaps,  the  clue  by  which 
the  whole  myftery  might  be  unravelled,  of  keeping  up  an 
armament,  while  the  caufe  was  fo  ftudioufly  fcreened  from, 
examination. 

It  had  been  the  general  language  of  one  fide  of  (he  Houfe 
to  magnify  the  neceffity  ,of  vindicating  the  infulted  honour 
of  the  coontry.  On  this  point  he  entertained  the  fame  opi- 
nion now  that  he  had  fairly  flated  in  the  late  Parliament. 
He  had  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  reparation  ought  to  be 
nude  for  the  infult  offered  to  the  national  honour,  and  that 
no  reparation  ought  to  be  deemed  fufficient,  that  did  not  in- 
clude in  it  a  fecurity  againft  future  infult.  Honour  to  na- 
tions was,  prrhaps,  the  only  justifiable  or  rational  ground  of 
nonteft.  Wars  for  the  fake  of  conqueft,  of  acquiring  domi- 
nion, or  extending  trade,  were  equally  unjuft  and  impolitic. 
V0L.XXVM.  P  He 
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He  who  vindicated  the  honour  of  a  country,  was  the  advc 
cate  for  its  deareft  interefts ;  becaufe,  to  vindicate  its  honou 
was  to  fecure  its  peace.  This  principle  had  been  adopted  i 
the  beginning  of  the  difpute.  He  would  then  examine  hoi 
it  had  been  fql lowed,  and  trufted  that  he  mould  (hew  tha 
the  point  of  honour  had  been  compromifed  in  the  very  fin 
ilep.  Reparation  for  the  infult  was  the  fir  ft  objedr,  and  th 
arrangement  for  preventing  future  difputes,  the  iecond  ;  an 
he  ftiould  coniider  each  in  its  order. 

The  reparation  obtained  was,  prima  facie,  infufficient.     1 

fell  infinitely  ftiort  of  that  which  had  been  obtained  on  th 

difpute  about  Falkland  Iflands,    notwithftanding  the  affedta 

tion  of  contempt  with  'which  the  latisfa&ion  demanded  01 

that  occafion  had  been  treated.     Reparation  was  then  th 

only  objedt  in  view,  and  it  was  obtained  in  its  fulleft  extent 

for  Spain  agreed  to  put  every  thing  in  the  fame  fituation  a 

before  the  infult  complained  of  was  committed,  and  adtuall 

did  fot     In  that  cafe,  there  was  a  full  and  complete  reftora 

tion;  in  this,  there  was  only  a  declaration  of  a  dif,>ofition  ti 

reftore,  but  without  any  reftoration  in  fadr,     It  was  true 

that  a  very  refpe&able  minority  of  the  Houfe  of  Common 

had  difapproved  of  the  terms  then  obtained  ;  and  at  the  heai 

of  thofe  who  thought  the  reparation  infufficient,  was  thelat 

Earl  of  Chatham ;  but,  was  it  to  be  compared  with  the  mer 

verbal  reft itut ion,  for  as  yet  no  more  was  obtained  by  the  con 

ventiou*     If  he  difapproved  of  thaty  what  terms  of  reproba 

tion  Vfould  he  not  ha. ve  applied  to  this  ?    Had  we  abandon© 

all  claim  to  every  part  of  north-weft  America,  having  mad 

a  fettlement  at  NoQtka,  with  no  intention   of  infringing  of 

the  rights  of  Spain,  but  under  the  idea  of  a  juft  right,  thi 

fettlement  ought  to  have  been  firft  rellored  to  u<  in  the  faim 

fituation  as  we  poffefled  it,  as  a  reparation  for  the  infult  re 

ceived  by  the  forcible  eje&ion ;  and  therefore,  in  the  only  fail 

comparifpn  that  could  be  made   between  the  two  cafes,  thi 

prefent  convention  was  woife  than   the  defpifed  conventiof 

pf  Falkland  Iflands.     A  learned   gentleman  (Mr    Dundas 

had  ftrongly  cenfured  the  convention  of  1 77 1,  becaufe  it  hac 

jiot  cut  off.the  occafion  of  future  quarrel,  as  the  prefent  did 

by  confining  the  pretenfions  of  Spain  within  proper  limits 

Yet  that  convention,  bad  as  he  now  though*  it,  the  learn* 

gentleman  had  been  within  eighteen  months   of  fupportiftgl  f°J 

having  fupported  all  themeafures  of  the  Miniiiers  who  mad 

it,  from  the  day  on  which  he  took  his  feat  in   Parliament  t< 

the  day  on  which  they  went  out  of  office,  it  was  morethar 

probable  that  he  would  have  fupported  that  alfo,  had  hebeei 

in  Parliament  when  it  took  place.     The  learned  gentleman 

ought  to  recolleft  that,  on  that  occafion,  no  arrangement  t< 

prevent  future  difputes  had  been  promifed ;  and  that  all  thai 
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was  proroifed  had  been  performed.  He  ought,  therefore,  to 
have  treated  that  convention  with  lefs  feverity,  if  not  from 
regard  for  his  former  friends,  as  a  mark  of  gratitude  forth© 
fruit  it  had  produced.  If*  as  he  had  argued,  it  contained  the 
feeds  of  the  late  difpute,  which,  in  twenty  years,  had  grown 
to  maturity,  and  afforded  an  occafion  for  obtaining  the  inef- 
tunable  advantages  which  the  learned  gentleman  attributed  to 
the  prefent  convention ;  fo  far  it  was  aeceffary  to  the  boafted 
triumph  of  the  Minifter,  and  fo  far,  at  lea  ft,  it  was  entitled 
to  the  learned  gentleman's  refpect. 

The  learned  gentleman  had   alfo  faid,  from  information 
which  he  no  doubt  poffeffird,  but  of  which  the  Houfe  knew 

-  acthing,  that  the  advantages  of  the  prefent  convention  were 
in  a  great  meafure  owing  to  the  length  of  the  negociation. 
Bad  it  lieen  but  fufficiently  protracted,  it  was  impoflible  to 
fay  how  high  the  fum  of  our  gains  might  have  rifen  !  But  as 
tbefe  were  facts  known  oply  to  Ministers,  they  formed  art 
additional  reafon  for  coming  to  no  vote,  without  farther  in- 
formation*    It  had  been  amplified  as  a  great  acceffion  of  na- 
tional honour,  that  we  bad  broke  through  an  un  reafon  able 
claim,  not  only  for  ourfelVes,  but  for  all  other  nations,  add 
thai  it  became  the  dignity  of  a  great  people  to  deilroy  fuch 
claims  wherever  they  were  found.     But  would  any  man  feri- 
ouHj  defend  the  romantic  doctrine,  that  we  were  to  make 
all  other  powers  with  whom  we  might  have  a  difpute,  re- 
mince  abfurd  claims,  perhaps  no  wife  connected  with  it,  be- 
lb-re  we  agreed  to  an  accommodation  ?    On  this  principle, 
night  His  Majefty  be  attacked  for  his  claim  to  the  title  of 
King  of  France,  and  the  Kings  of  Naples  and  Sardinia,  for 
ftyling  themfelves  Kings  of  Cyprus   and   Jerufalem.     All 
that  we  had  to  do  with  the  claims  of  other  nations,  however 
abfbrd  they  might  be,  Was,  when  they  were  made  the  occa- 
fion of  difference,  to  infift  on  their  being  fo  regulated  as  to 
prevent   difputes  in  future.     Of  thofe  "who  had  been  con- 
cerned in  the  convention  of  Falkland  Iflands,  he  had  the  bo- 
sour  of  living  in  habits  of  friendship  with  fome.     Others 
were  Members  of  the,  prefent  Adminiftration,  and  might  be 
fnppofed  to  have  atoned  for  their  fliare  in  that  t  ran  faction^ 
by  tlie  great  and  important  fervices  to  which  they  had  lent 
their  aid  in  that  capacity.     It  Was,  therefore,  rather  hard  to 
.fevnre  the  opprobrious  memory  of  that  meafure,  for  the  fake 

-  flf  a  reflected  compliment  to  the  Minifter — not  the  Mini- 
fter in  whofe  office  thebufinefs  of  the  convention  was  tranf* 
acted,  bat  the  Minifter  who  prefented  it  to  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
noas,  and  to  whom  all  the  honour  of  it  was  attributed,  as  if 

'..k  had  been  his  own  fingle  act,  froth  the  fondnefs  that  had 
•  lately  prevailed  of  praifing  men  who  were  prefent.  Of  that 
fconoor,  however,  the' other  Members  of  the  Cabinet  ought  to 
P  z  have 
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have  their  fhare,  and  it  Was  unkind  to  allude  to  the  p 
fillaoimous  convention  of  Falkland  Iflands,  as  it  was  nc 
called,  when  the  Prefident  of  the  Council  had  atoned  i 
his  fhare  of  the  demerit  of  that  tranfaAion,  by  his  fhare  oft 
merit  of  this.  It  was  evident,  however,  that  we  had  fall 
Ihort  of  our  fir  ft  object.  The  reparation  promifed  was  i 
complete,  and  what  was  prbmifed  had  not  been  perform 
On  the  point  of  honour  we  had,  therefore,  nothing  to  boa: 
for  the  ground  of  our  triumph,  we  muft  therefore  look  to  1 
arrangement  made  for  preventing  future  difputes. 

He  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  occafion  was  favoural 
for  fettling  all  difputes  refpecYmg  the  undefined  claims 
Spain*  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  prefenl 
His  Majefty's  meflage  to  the  Houfe,  faid,  that  full  a 
complete  fatisfadlion  muft  be  obtained  for  the  infult  offa 
to  the  national  honour,  previous  to  any  difcuflion  of  1 
contefted  right,  and  that  no  fatisfadion  would  be  confidei 
as  complete,  which  did  not  take  away  the  ground  of  futi 
quarrel.'  This  determination  the  Houfe  adopted,  and 
rejoiced  in  the  profped  of  avoiding  the  trouble  and  exper 
01  a  tedious  difcuflion  of  a  queftion  of  right.  In  the  condi 
of  the  bufinefs,  however,  a  contrary  mode  bad  been  ado] 
ed.  We  had  contrived  to  bring  the  queftion  of  right  h 
difcuflion  almoft  in  the  very  firft  inftance,  and  after  fat 
faction  for  the  infult  was  offered  and  accepted,  the  cc 
vention,  which  thus  became  a  diftind  object,  had  coft 
much  as  the  reparation  for  our  injured  honour.  7 
learned  gentleman  feemed  to  triumph  in  this  expence,  a 
demanded  whether  it  could  be  confidered  as  bearing  a  coi 
parifon  to  what  it  had  been  the  means  of  obtaining.  In  el 
mating  what  we  had  obtained,  we  muft  take  into  the  accoo 
what  we  had  conceded  ;  and  by  this  criterion  he  fhouid  t 
the  fecond  part  of  the  convention. 

In  the  early  part  of  the  debate,  he  had  heard  nothii 
kut  rhodomontade  about  our  acquifition— -nothing  but  of  m 
fources  of  trade,  new  objeQs  of  enterprize,  new  oceans  a] 
new  continents  openfed  to  the  activity  of  our  merchants,  a 
the  courage  of  our  failors  !  Such  flowers  of  rhetoric  W 
elegant  embellifhments,  equally  convenient  to  give  force 
argument,  or  to  conceal  the  want  of  it :  but  was  it  true  th 
we  had  opened  any  of  thofe  fources,  or  made  a  fingleacqt 
fition  t  An  honourable  gentleman,  who  fpoke  immediate 
•before  him,  (Mr.  Ryder)  had  put  the  queftion  on  its  tt 
grounds.  By  the  contagion  of  the  fpeakers  who  preced 
him  on  the  fame  fidr,  he  had  talked  of  gaining  and  acqnirid 
but,  in  the  progrefs  of  his  argument,  he  had  very  prope* 
ftated  that  We  had  acquired  nothing,  but  only  obtained! 
curity  for  what  we  pofleffed  before.    This  was  precifely  wb 
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ire  had  obtained;  an  advantage,  no  doubt,  beeaufe  it  was 
often  wife  to  give  tip  part  of  an  unlimited  right,  to   fecure 
the  uninterrupted  poffeffion  of  the  reft;  but  an  advantage  to 
be  eftimated  by  comparing  what  we  gave  up  with  what  we 
retained.     What  then  was  the  extent  of  our  rights  before  the 
convention,  whether  admitted  oc  denied   by  Spain  was  of 
no  confequence,  and  to  what  extent  were  they  now  fecured 
to  us  ?  We  pofieffed  and  exercifed  the  free  navigation  6f  the 
Paci6c  Ocean,   without  reftraint  or  limitation.     We  pof- 
fefied  and  exercifed  the  right  of  carrying  on  fifheries  in  the 
South  Seas,  equally  unlimited.     This  was  no  barren  right, 
bm  a  .right  of  which  we  had   availed  ourfelves,  as  appeared 
by  the  papers  on  the  table,  which  (hewed  that  the  produce 
of  it  had  increafed  in  five  years  from  twelve  to  ninety-feven 
thoufand  pounds.     This  eftate  we  had,  and  were  daily  im- 
proving; it  was  not  to  bedifgraced  by  the  name  of^an  ac- 
quisition.    The  admiffion  of  part  of  thefe  rights  by  Spam 
was  ail  we  had  obtained.     It  remained  to  enquire  what  it 
had  coil.     Our  right  before  was  to  fettle  in  any  part  of  South 
or  North-weft  America,  not  fortified  again  ft  us  by  previous 
occupancy,  and  we  were  now  reftrifled  to  fettle  in  certain 
pbces  only,  arid  under  certain  reftridions.     This  was  an  im- 
portant conceflion  on  our  part.    Our  right  of  fifhing  extend- 
ed to  the  whole  ocean,  and  now  it  too  was  limited  and  to  be 
carried  on  within  certain  diftances  of  the  Spanifh  fettlement*. 
Oor  right  of  making  fettlements  was  not,  as  now,  a  right 
to  build  huts,  but  to  plant  colonies,  if  we  thought  pro- 
per.    Surely  thefe  were  not  acquifitions,  or  rather  conquefts, 
as  they  muft  be  confidered,  if  we  were  to  judge  by   the  tri- 
umphant language  refpefling  them,  but  great  and  important 
conceffions.     Every  new  regulation  was  a  conccffion^  not  an 
mcquifitiom    It  was,  indeed,  faid,  in  His  Majeity's  meffage 
to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  that  a  claim  was  afferted  by 
Spam  to  the  exclofive  rights  of  fovereignty,  navigation,  and 
commerce,  in  the  territories,  coafts,  and  feas  in  that  part  of 
the  world  ;  but  was  a  meffage  from  His  Majefty  a  fufficient 
authority  to  the  Houfe  for  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  claims 
of  Spain.     An  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  William  Young)  had 
fiud,  u  Look  into  all  the  treaties,  from  the  time  of  Charles 
a  the  Second  to  the  treaty  of  Utrecht,  and  there  the  roman- 
w  tic  and  unwarrantable  claims  of  Spain  will  appear.*  Were 
that  ftateroent  corre&,  the  confequence  muft  be,  that  our 
claims  on  Spain  were  unjuft  and  unwarrantable,  and  infilling 
on  tbem  a  dire£t  violation  of  the  faith  of  treaties ;  becaufe 
wherever  the  claims  of  Spain  were  recorded,  the  conceffions 
of  Britain  were  recorded  alfo.     But  he  rejoiced  for  his  coun- 
try that  it  was  not  fo.     He  was  as  much  a  friend  to  the 
ttaims  of  Spain,  fan&ioned  by  the  treaty  of  Utrecht,  as  Count 
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Florida  Blanca,  or  any  Spanifli  Minifter,  becaufethey  wei 
founded  in  juftice.     Thefe  were  an  exclufive  right  of  rerc 
tory,  navigation,  and  commerce,  on  the  feas   and  coafts  c 
Spanifli  America.     The  abfurd  and  extravagant  claims  arcrf 
from  extending  the  term  Spanifli  America,  to  feas  and  coafi 
where  Spain  had  no  right  of  occupancy,  and  in  this  ex  ten 
fion  of  the  term  had  every  one  of  our  preceding  difputet 
about  the  claims  of  Spain  originated.     To  what  did  we  obje£l 
before,  but  to  the  indefinite  limits  of  Spanifli  America  }    T:~Iit 
objection  frill  remained;  for  the  limits  of  Spanifli  America 
were  ftill  undefined;    not,   perhaps,  in   a  way    fo  likely    t€M 
create  difputes  as  formerly,  but  hill  fufficiently  vague  and 
uncertain  to  afford  a  pretext   where   there  was  a  previous 
difpofition  to  quarreh     On  this  point,  therefore,  abftradledly 
confidered,  we  had  gained  nothing.     We  had  renounced  the 
right  of  permanent  fettlement  on  the  whole  extent  of  South 
America,  and  where  the  admitted  right  of  fettlement  on  the 
north- weft  coaft  commenced  was  completely  undefined.       I£ 
it  was  faid  at  Nootka,  we  did  not  know  that  Nootka  would 
be  reftored.     It  was,  indeed,  ftipulated   by  the  firft  article 
of  the  convention,  that  all  tracls  of  land,  &c.  of  which  we 
had  been  difpoflefied  about  the  mouth  of  April,  were  to  be 
reftored.     Why,  about  the  month  of  April  was  mentioned 
in  fo  indefinite  a  way,  a  learned  gentleman  had  endeavoured 
to  explain,  by  faying  that  there  was  danger  in  mentioning 
a  particular  day,  becaufe  if  any  miftake  of  dateihould  occur, 
that   might  give   rife  to  difpute.     If  Captain  Meares's  au- 
thority was  good  for  any   thing,  it  was  furely  good  for  the 
date  at    which  his  fhip  was  taken,  and  that,  by  his  own 
account,  was  on  the  13th  of  May.     Why  about  the  month 
of  April  was  inferted  as  the  date  of  what  happened  in  Mayf 
being  on  the  face  of  it  unaccountable,  gave  reafon  to  imagine 
that  it  was  done  to  anfwer  fome  purpofe,  and  consequently 
excited  fufyicion.     By  the  fecond  article,  it  was  provided, 
that  every  thing  of  which   either  party  had   been  forcibly 
difpoffened  by  the  other,  fubfequent  to   the  month  of  April* 
Jfhould  be  reftored,  or  a  juft  compenfation  made.     Now,  as 
there  was  fome  ground  to  believe  that  we  had  been  difpof- 
•  fefled  of  Nootka  fubfequent  to  that  period,  how  could  we  be 

fure  that  Spain,  infteadof  reftoring  it,  would  not  offer  a  com- 
penfation ?  The  learned  gentleman  faid  it  was  other  wife 
agreed  upon.  If  he  knew  that,  he  knew  more  than  the 
Houfe  knew.  They  were  allowed  no  information;  they 
were  directed  to  read  the  text  ftraight  forward  as  it  were  with 
blinkers  on  their  eyes,  to  prevent  ihem  from  looking  to  the 
right  or  left.  By  the  third  article,  we  were  authorifed 
to  navigate  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  South  Seas  unmolefted,  for 
the  purpofe  of  carrying  on  out  fifheries,  and  to  land  on  the 
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wfettled  coafts  for  the  purpofe  of  trading  with  the  natives;' 
bat  after  this  pompous  recognition  of  right  to  navigation, 
flhery,  and  commerce,  comes  another  article  (the  fixth)  t 
which  takes  away  ail  right  of  landing,  and  erecting  even 
temporary  huts  for  any  purpoie  but  that  of  carrying  6"n  the 
ttberv,  and  amounts  to  a  complete  dereliction  of  all  right  to 
fatle  in  any  way  for  the  purpofe  of  commerce  with  the  na- 
li  res. 

If  he  were  afked  what  was  the  value  of  the  part  of  South 
America,  to  which  we  had  thus  renounced  all  claim,  he 
would  anfwer,  that  he  had  no  means  of  judging  but  by  the 
accounts  that  had  been  given  of  it;  nor  was  its  intrinfic  va- 
lue of  any  confluence.  It  had  been  defcribed  by  an  honour- 
;  able  Magiftrate  as  a  bleak  and  in hofpi table  region,  productive 
«f  nothing;  and  by  another  honourable  gentleman,  as  con- 
taining mines  of  unknown  and  ineftimable  value.  Thefe  . 
were  Figurative  mines,  no  doubt;  but  whether  figurative  or 
icjI,  what  reafon  had  we  to  deprive  ourfelves  of  any  pro- 
bable or  poflible  advantage  that  might  be  drawn  from  it  with- 
out an  equivalent  ?  Were  he,  however,  to  admit,  that  it 
wasatracl  of  country  from  which  we  were  likely  to  reap  no 
advantage,  and  in  which  we  fhould  probably  never  form  a 
fetiieroent,  in  he  flowing  a  boon,  the  value  to  him  that  re- 
cared  was  as  much  to  be  confidered  as  the  worth  to  him 
that  gave*  It  was,  perhaps,  of  little  value  to  us,  but  it  was 
of  great  value  to  Spain.  To  remove  all  poffibility  of  our 
ever  forming  a  fettlement  to  the  fouth  of  her  American  co- 
lonies, was  an  object  for  which  fhe  would  have  been  wil- 
ling to  pay  a  liberal  price.  Minifters  who  had  been  meditat- 
ing a  war  again  ft  her,  might  know  better  than  he  the  hor- 
ror which  {he  always  felt  at  the  idea  of  her  American  colo- 
nies being  vifited  by  any  European  power.  But,  indepen- 
dent of  the  anxious  jealoufy  with  which  (he  had  always 
watched  thofe  colonics,  he  knew  that  the  vicinity  of  an 
enlightened  and  free  people  would  be  confidered  by  her  as 
an  object  of  antipathy  and  dread.  In  renouncing  all  right  to 
make  fettlement s  in  South  America,  we  had  given  to  Spain 
what  Oie  confidered  as  ineftimable,  and  in  return  been  con- 
tented with  drefs. 

If  the  fouthern  whale  fifhery  was  of  the  great  importance 
it  was  ftated  to  be,  in  refpedi  to  it  alfo,  we  had  made  a  con- 
ctffion  of  great  moment.  He  would  not  dwell  on  what  he 
had  been  told,  of  the  moft  valuable  filh  being  only  to  be  found 
near  the  (bore,  or  of  their  making  to  it,  when  wounded,  as 
to  a  place  of  flielter,  becaufe  it  was  to  him  only  matter  of 
report;  but  he  knew,  as  a  politician,  that  a  reftri&ion  from 
approaching  within  ten  leagues  of  the  coaft,  was  a  demarc- 
ation of  limits  not  calculated  to  give  fecurity,  but  to  create 
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f£fpute.<  His  Majefty  engaged  by  the  fourth  article  to  take 
the  mofl  effe&ual  meafures  to  prevent  the  filhery  from  being 
made  a  pretext  for  fmugglmg,  which  if  he  did  not,  the  whole 
treaty  fell  to  this  ground.  How  was  that  to  be  done  on  3 
diftanCcoaft*  which  all  the  vigilance  of  Government  could 
pot  do  on  our  own  ?  If  the  words  tffeftnal  meafures  were  tq 
be  liberally  interpreted  the  bell  meafures  in  his  power,  what 
meafures  was  it  in  his  power  to  take;  that,  under  fuch  a  li- 
mit of  navigation,  would  protect  the  honeft  and  check  the 
fraudulent  navigator  ?  All  the  {kill  of  the  mod  tried  ^xpe^ 
rience,  aided  by  the  niceft  mathematical  inilruments  that  tba 
lingular  ingenuity  of  our  artifts,  fuperior  as  they  were  td 
thofe  of  any  other  age  or  nation,  could  furnilh,  would  nevei 
enable  any  man  to  obferve  fuch  a  line  with  certainty  ;  and! 
if  tranfgreffors  were  to  be  fubje&ed  to  any  penalty,  whicfej 
(hey  muft  neceflarily  be  to  prevent  tranfgreffion,  by  whaq 
rule  of  proof  was  it  to  be  ascertained  that  it  had  or  had  no4 
been  tranfgrefled,  or  that  one  man  hail  gone  within  it  unin^ 
tentionally  and  innocently,  and  another  wilfully  and  frau* 
dulently  t  How  was  that  protection  to  the  innocent,  ao^ 
jrani  foment  to  the  guilty,  to  which  all  His  Majefty's  fab* 
je£h  were  entitled,  to  be  meafured  out ?  If  mariners  wens  tq 
be  warned,  it  fhould  be  faid  to  plain  men,  "  Pafs  not  the 
V  mouth  of  fuch  a  river,  fall  not  beyond  fuch  a  Cape."  But 
it  was  a  ftrange  and  impr^&icable  inltru&ion,  to  direft  them 
not  to  approach  within  thirty  miles  of  a  foore  which  they  ha^ 
never  iVen. 

We  were  allowed  to  fettle  to  the  north  of  the  parts  occu- 
pied by  Spain,  and  to  build  temporary  huts  to  the  fouth  * 
and  the  limits  heyond  which  we  were  to  do  this,  were  to  be 
ascertained  by  a  vague  defer iption,  not  by  any  certain  mark 
of  place.  .To  this,  faid  a,  learned  gentleman,  thofe  who 
complained  of  the  length  of  the  negociation  had  no  right  to 
©bjefSt,  becaufpj  to  have  fettled  the  limits  of  Spanifh  occu~ 
pancy,  by  any  precife  line,  would  have  protra&ed  it  ftill  far* 
ther.  It  was  a  Angular  argument  in  favour  of  a  negociation, 
that  although  it  had  been  long,  when  concluded  it  was  ftill 
incomplete;  and  it  was  equally  Angular,  that  that  which) 
had  not  bee.n  done  fhould  be  mentioned  as  a  fort  of  excufe 
for  its  length.  The  learned  gentleman  had,  however,  faid, 
that  we,  not  knowing  the  exafcr.  extent  of  Spanifh  occupancy^ 
might  have  been  liable  to  be  deceived  and  defrauded  of  pari 
of  this  open  territory,  had  we  agreed  on  a  precife  limit  in  the 
fir  ft  inftance  ;  and  concluded  his  defence,  by  obferving,  that 
the  territory  was  not  of  much  value,  and  that  a  few  miles 
more  or  lefs  was  not  worth  contending  for.  In  this  conclu- 
fion  he  was  ready  to  concur.  Certainty  was  of  much  more 
value  than  extent  of  territory,  and  therefore  lie  would  have 
thought 
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thought  it  good  policy  to  obtain  a  precife  line,  in  the  firft 
nuance,  on  fuch  an  account  as  Spain  chofe  to  give  of  the 
louts  of  her  occupancy,  even  if  that  fhould  have  been  ob- 
tained at  the  expence  of  a  few  leagues  of  country. — 1  hus  we 
h-d  givtn  up  all  right  to  fettle,  except  for -temporary  pur- 
p  fes,  to  the  fouth  of  the  Sponilh  fettlements,  or  in  the  in- 
tervals between  them,  where  they  happened  to  be  diftant. 
Vt'«*bad  obtained  an  admiffion  of  our  right  to  fettle  to  the 
rcuh,  and  even  that  we  had  not  obtained  with  cleamefs. 
As  Spanifh  fettlements  were  the  only  mark  of  limits,  fuppofe 
we  were  to  meet  with  one  farther  to  the  north  than  we  ex- 
l^/?cJ,  and  a  difpute  to  arife  whether  it  was  new  or  old; 
\i  would  be  fame  difficulty  to  fend  out  builders  to  decide,  from 
t**e  itate  ajid  condition  of  the  materials,  whether  the  build- 
rg*  were  new  or  old,  according  to  the  meaning  of  the 
fcaty.  He  recoilefted,  before  the  pafling  of  Mr.  Grenville's 
*■»  M  f;ir  tSc  trial  of  contefted  elections,  that  lawyers  in  the 
Kouie  of  Commons,  both  above  and  below  the  bar,  had  ar- 
g:jrd  on  ele&ion  petitions,  very  little  to  their  own  honour 
or  the  credit  of  the  profeflion.  According  to  them,  it  was 
uottlie  Itngth  of  refidence  in  a  place  that  conflituted  the  right 
of  habitation,  but  the  animus  morandi  of  the  refident ;  fo  un- 
der the  convention,  it  might  come  to  be  afferted  that  it  was 
ft<ta&ual  occupancy  that  conftituted  a  fettlement,  but  the 
t!s:~tus  mot  andi  of  the  fettler.  It  reminded  him  of  a  lawyer's 
will,  drawn  by  himfelf,  with  a  ncte  In  the  margin  of  a  par- 
ticiil.tr  c1ju(V,  "This  will  afford  room  for  an  excellent  dii- 
*•  quill  t  ion  in  the  Court  of  Chancery."  With  equal  pro- 
priety, and  full  as  much  truth,  might  th-;»fe  who  had  extolled 
the  late  ntgociation,  for  the  occaiion  it  had  given  to  fliew 
the  vigour  and  promptitude  of  the  national  rdources,  write 
m  the  margin  of  moft  of  the  articles,  6i  This  will  afFord  an 
u  admirable  opportunity  for  a  future  difplay  of  the  power 
"  and  en  rgy  of  Great  Britain.'1  Were  the  points  of  difpute 
to  come  immediately  before  liberal  and  enlightened  men,  as 
the  Minivers  of  the  r.wo  countries  might  always  be  fuppofed 
to  he,  they  would  eafily  agree  on  the  explanation;  but  it 
ought  to  be  conildered,  in  making  treaties,  not  fo  much  by 
whom,  as  for  whom  they  were  made.  The  makers,  except 
where  invafion  was  intended,  would  eafily  underftand  them. 
Not  fo  thofe  who  were  to  a£t  upon  them,  who  might  often 
be  ignorant,  or  interefted  men,  and  when  a  difpute  oncearofr, 
and  an  infraction  of  treaty  was  committed*,  every  Miniller 
fcit  a  laudable  pride  in  protecting  the  fubje&s  of  his  own 
country.  An  honourable  Member  (Mr.  Alderman  Curtis) 
had  intimated  his  refolution  of  engaging  in  the  fur  trade,  on 
the  ftrength  of  a  notable  difcovery  he  had  made,  that  the 
Cbinefe,  when  they  mean  to  buy,  are  indifferent  what  price 
Vol.  XXVIIL  Q^  they 
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they  pay.  If  the  accounts  given  By  writers  were  to  be  ere 
dited,  the  honourable  Magi  ft  rate  had  found  a  market  confifl 
ing  of  fixty  millions  of  confumers,  all  ready  to  buy,  and  si 
any  price;  and  were  he  next  to  find  out  a  fpot  On  the  Ame 
rican  coaft  particularly  favourable  for  colle&ing  furs,  al 
though  for  fuch  a  market  any  place  where  furs  could  be  fo urn 
would  be  almoft  as  good  as  another,  by  what  rule  could  b 
afcertain  that  it  was  not  within  the  limit*  of  the  next  Spaxiif] 
fettlement,  were  the  Spaniards  to  aflert  that  it  was  ?  Oi 
having  fixed  the  precife  line,  by  information  perhaps  knowi 
to  the  Minifters,  beyond  which  the  rival  colle&ors  of  fiira 
were  not  to  pafs,  although  he  himfelf  would  undoubtedly  oh 
ferve  it,  how  could  he  provide  againft  its  being  tranigreilec 
by  thofe  whom  he  employed  ?  By  what  means  were  difpute: 
about  this  limit  to  Be  fettled,  (lioujd  any  drife?  Henbe,  iz 
every  point  of  view,  in  all  that  refpe&ed  the  limits  of  navi- 
gation, in  all  that  regarded  the  limits  of  fettlement,  if  evei 
there  was  a  convention  framed  and  contrived  to  perpetuates 
inftead  of  preventing  difputesj  this  was  fuch  a  convention* 

On  thefeventh  article^  direfting  that  in  all  cafes  of  infrac- 
tion, complaint  fhall  be  made  by  the  officers  of  either  party* 
b  fore  committing  any  a&  of  violence,  he  appealed  to  the  re- 
fcolle&ion  of  the  Houfe,  whether  it  had  ever  been  his  prac* 
tice  to  argue  againft  the  intereft  of  his  country  with  foreigii 
powers ;  but  of  this  article,  he  was  afraid  the  literal  mean- 
ing was  too  gdod  for  the  practical  interpretation  of  it  to  be 
the  fame.  If  Spain  was  to  appoint  no  officers  to  pfro ted  the 
exclufive  trade  of  her  colonies,  or  if  thofe  officers  were  nei- 
ther to  ftop  or  detain  an  interloper,  without  a  formal  com- 
plaint firft  made  through  the  Spafcifli  Miniftef  to  the  Britiih 
Court,  then,  indeed,  we  had  not  only  fecured  our  right  of 
trading  to  the  unfettled  cdafts  of  America,  but  we  had  opened 
the  whole  trade  of  the  Spanifh  colonies  to  all  who  might 
Chufe  to  avail  themfelves  of  the  privilege.  Of  this  article  he 
mo  ft  therefore  doubt,  from  its  extreme  goodnefs,  as  it  was 
impof&ble  to  believe  that  any  article  could  be  obferved  to  tlie 
extent  to  which  the  literal  observance  Of  this  one  Would 
lead. 

Thus  he  had  (hewn  thai  the  treaty  was  a  treaty  of  cori- 
ceffions,  and  not  of  acquifitions ;  that  admitting,  as  he  did' 
*  admit,  th -  propriety  of  conceding  part  of  our  general  rights 
to  fecure  the  undifturbed  poffeffion  of  the  reft>  we  had  given 
up  what  was  of  infinite  value  to  Spain,  and  retained  what 
could  never  be  of  much  value  to  ourfelves;  and  that  what  we 
l\ad  retained,  was  fo  vague  in  defcription,  fo  undefined  .in  li- 
mits, and  confequently  fo  liable  to  be  again  difputed,  that 
we  had  conceded  much  more  in  point  of  right  than  we  had 
gained  in  point  of  fecurity. 

Such 


A,i79°-  DEBATES.  113 

Such  being  iiis  opinion  of  the  convention,  confidered  on  its 
own  internal  evidence,  which  was  all  the  means  of  judging 
dbwed  to  the  Houfe,  it  would  not  perhaps  appear  in  a  much 
more  favourable  point  of  view,  when  confidered  relatively 
with  refpedfc  to  the  general  itate  of  European  politics.  If  it 
Many  fecret  connection  with  foreign  politics,  it  feemed  to 
have  been  as  ineffectual  in  obtaining  its-real  as  its  pflcnfible 
efcjetr.  Since  the  affair  of  Holland,  in  1787,  we  h;id  no 
room  to  hoaftof  any  ftep  we  had  taken  in  the  politics  of  fo 
reign  Powers.  If  we  had  meant  to  humble  Ruflia,  and 
ecmpel  her  to  agree  to  a  general  peace,  we  had  failed.  The 
King  of  Sweden  had  been  reduced  to  the  neceflity  of  making 
1  Separate  peace  wjth  Ruflia,  not  only  without  our  concur- 
fence,  but  withput  our  knowledge;  and  thus  had  we  been 
lowered  in  the  confideration  of  Europe.  We  had  fuffered  a 
j  new  lily  to  be  wrefted  from  us,  and  alienated  the  affections 
(  of  anancieqt  friend,  ^ithoqt  depriving  her  of  the,  power  to 
injareus. 

The  ineafure  of  1787  was  now  faid  to  h^ve  been  a  good 
meafare,  hat  far  inferior  in  all  refpe&s  to  the  prefent  conven- 
tion.   Between  the  two  there  ecu  Id  be  no  com  pari  fon,  had 
I  the  alliance  of  Holland  been  all  that  was  gained  by  the 
1  falser.     That  alliance  he  confidered  as  of  more  importance 
to  this  country  than  all  the  trade  of  the  Spanifh  colonies; 
*  and  hefides  its    intrinfic  advantages,  it  led  to  many  great 
'  things;  but  if,  by  a  miftaken  application  pf  agoodpriricipley 
the  confcquence  of  it  had  been  to  provoke  a  junction  of  the. 
f  northern  powers  againft  us,  it  was,  perhaps,  more  to  be  re- 
petted  as  a  misfortune  than  extolled  z€  a  profperous  event. 
We  had  feen  nothing  lately  in  the  Court  of  Spain  that  indi- 
cated a  friendly  difpofition  tp  this  country  ;  and  t^e  language, 
of  the  prefent  debate  had  not  been  very  conciliating;  nor 
coold  we  turn  our  eyes  to  any  quarter,  where  our  interference 
m  foreign  politics  had  contributed  to  our  own  fecurity.     If 
j  the  convention  was  neither  good  in  itfelf,  nor  the  objedls  more 
'  immediately  connected  with  it  good,  00  what  ground  was  it 
to  receive  the  approbation  of  the  Houfe  ?  It  was  eafy  to  talk 
;  pompotrfly  of  the  profperity  and  the  greatnefs  of  a  country, 
I  bat  it  was  with  nations  as  with  individuals,  they  were  not  to 
I  be  judged  pf  by  what  they  faid  but  by  what  they  did.  While 
!  we  talked  of  our  profperity,  we  feemed  to  be  in  no  hafle  to 
;  eajoy  it.     In  our  words  was  confidence,   in  our  a£ts  was 
I  far. 

\  He  had  approved  of  the  fubfidiary  treaty  with  the  Land- 
j  pare  of  Hetth  CaflTel,  becaufe  he  thought  the  ftrength  it  gave 
j  would  have  afforded  an  opportunity  of  reducing  part  of  our 
I  landing  force  at  home.  In  that,  however,  he  had  been  dif- 
!  appointed ;  for  it  had  been  followed  by  ^n  increafe  of  that 
i  0.2  wy 
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.    very  force  of  which  he  expected  a  reduction.     Had  he    ap- 
proved of  the  cpnvention  on  its  merits,  as  a  treaty  for  ad« 
jufting  a  difpute,  he  fhould  have  felt  alarm  at  the  continuance 
of  armaments,  after  the  oileniible  purpofe  for  which  thei 
were  equipped  was  effected,  and    have    withheld   his  appro 
cation,  till  better  informed.     It  was  curious  to  fee  a  Minifter 
who  c  Wled  himfelf  a   Minifler  of  economy,  increafing  ou: 
eftablifhraents  in  every  department,  and  ftill  holding  out  il* 
delufion  of  faving  and  economy.     The    recovery  of  the  al 
liance  of  Holland  was  pot  to  be  attributed  to  any  wifdom  01 
the  part  0/  this  country,  except  that  of  feizing  the    favour 
able  opportunity,  when   it  obtruded  itfelf  on  our  attention 
but  to  a  fortunate  concurrence  of  circumftan  es.     The   fan* 
fortune,  aided    by    the  -weaknefs    and  meliorated   policy    o 
France,  had   placed  us  in    the  elevated   lituation  which  w 
now  held.     Yet  with  all   thefe  advantages,  when  he    looke 
round  for  the  fymptoms  of  our  glory,  when  he  looked  to  f© 
"pur  alliance  refpedled  by    ancient  friends,  and    courted    bi 
new,  he  faw  it   rejected  by    one  power,  and   renounced    hi 
another.     When  he  looked  for  the  fecurity,  which  fo   mucl 
profperity  might  be  expected  to  give,  he  found  that  we  wer 
adding  ten   fail  of  the   line   to  the  ordinary  eftabli<hmen£   o 
our  navy,  and  ioo,oool   to  the  annual  expenceof  our  armv 
Thefe  might  be  the  caufes,  but  were  not  iurely  the  fvaiptonu 
of  fecurity.     Were  the  lituation  of  which  we  boailed,    ou 
real  fituatioru  we  fhould  aft  with  as  much  cpnfiftency  as  th 
man  of   pure  honour,,  unfufpeeled  intention,  and  redouhte< 
valour,  who  living  feared  by  his  enemies,  loved  by  his  friends 
and  refpecled  by   his  acquaintance,   iniiead   of  enjoying   th< 
comfortable  fecurity  of  a  fituation  fo  enviable,  fhould  he   fil 
ling  his  houfe  and  encumbering  his  perfon  with  guns,  fword; 
and  piflols;     It  was  not  true,  as  had  been  afTerted,  that  ther 
was  any  intricacy  in  the  queftion  of  right  between   us    an 
Spain,  had  it  been  thought  expedient  to  bring  it  fairly,  to  dii 
cuflion.     It  flood  on  the  geneial.  principle  by  which  all  Eu 
,       ropean  nations  were  governed  in  forming    fettlements,   viz 
that  where  the  fuhjecls    of  no  power  had    fettled,  thofe  c 
every  other  had  a  right  to  fettle.     On  the  whole,  as  hecoul 
not  yefteiday   give  a  vote  of  blind    confidence,,  fo  neithe 
could  he  now  of  blind  admiration.     He  fhould,  therefore 
•  vote  for  the  motion  of  adjournment. 
Mr,  Pitt.     '  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved  that,  if  his  recollection  di< 
not  miflead  him,  the  right  honourahle  gentleman  began   hi 
fpeech  with  reprobating  thofe  Members  of  that  Houfe,  \vh 
had  faid,  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  that  their  conilituent 
thought  well  of  the  convention.     Animadverfions  of  this  na 
ture  were  fo  unconne6red  with  the  immediate  fubjecl:  of  de 
J>ate,  that  he  w*s  perfuacjed  the  right  honourable  gentlemai 

woul< 
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would  have  avoided  proceeding  to  thele  lengths,  if  he  had  not 
cnagioed,  that  the  declaration  from  the  representatives  of  • 
London,  the  county  of  Devon/the  county  of  York,  and  other 
counties,  of  the  general  popularity  of  the  intalV.re,  had  a  par- 
ticular reference  to  thedilcuflion,  and  might  have  more  weight 
widi  the  Houfe  than  the  right  honourable  gentleman  wifhed. 
AH  the  Members  of  that  Houfe,  it  was  true,  were  on  an 
eqjality  in  it,  and  had  equally  the  fame  right  to  deli  erate 
aid  to  vote;  but  furely,  any  Member  delegated  by  a  large 
and  refpedl able  body  of  constituents,  the  mod  capable  of 
knowii  g  precifely  the  merits  of  the  treaty,  becaufe  by  fitu- 
st.on,  connection,  and  occupation,  they  were  the  befl  able 
to  judge  of  the  probable  efit&  of  its  operation  on  the  trade, 
can u  1  act u res,  and  commerce  of  the  country,  might  become 
Vte  initruuaent  of  delivering  his  constituents  opinion  on  the 
(abject,  without  oiFence  to  the  Houfe,  and  without  exposing 
hiiLlelf  to  the  animadverfions  of  the  right  honourable  genile- 
pan,  introduced  fo  unneceflarily,  and  interwoven  with  ob- 
ferrations  by  no  means  applicable  to  the  circum fiance.  Af- 
tsrthe  right  honourable  gentleman  had  gratified  himfelf  with\ 
tkis  fort  of  attack  on  three  of  his  (Mr.  Pitt's)  honourable 
friends,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  proceeded  to  fuggefi 
to  the  Houfe,  that  there  might  poflibly  exift  three  grounds 
of  blame  imputable  to  Minifies  for  delaying  the  convention 
f«  long,  fince  as  they,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
Rated,  had  it  in  their  power  to  have  procured  a  better  con-  , 
Vention  in  July,  they  might  have  obtained  all  the  effec"l  of 
it  by  di farming  in  August,  and  therefore,  exclufive  of  any 
part  of  the  blame  which  the  fuppofed  defecVivenefs  of  the 
meafure  might  deferve,  they  merited  cenfure  rather  than 
thanks.  Mr.  Pitt  declared  himfelf  entirely  at  a  lofs  to  know 
whether  the  right  honourable  gentleman  alluded  to  any  re- 
ports that  might  have  reached  him,  or  whether  thele  imagi- 
nary grounds  of  cenfure  were  the  coinage  of  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  brain,  introduced  for  the  purpofe  of 
fuggefting  fufpicions  prejudicial  to  Mini  tiers,  at  the  very 
moment  when  the  Houfe  were  deliberating  upon  a  vote,  which, 
if  carried  as  it  then  flood,  would  certainly  be  very  different 
from  a  vote  of  cenfure.  If  it  could  be  proved  that  Mini- 
fies might,  with  the  fame  advantage  to  the  country,  have 
procured  the  convention  fooner,  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
His  Majefty's  Mini fters  were  highly  to  blame-;  but  he  fhould 
be  not  a  little  furprifed,  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
could  adduce  any  thing  like  a  fhadow  of  proof  in  fupport  of 
my  one  of  his  fuggeftions.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
pian  had,  befides,  fuggefted  a  farther  reafon  ft  ill  more  ex- 
traordinary for  Minifters  not  having  di farmed  fooner;  and  j 
|hi$  was,  an  infinuation  that  the  ftate  of  the  northern  po-                 j 
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litis  of  Europe,  made  the  keeping  up  the  armament,  under 
pretext  of  the  negociation  with  Spain,  a  neceffary  meafure. 
This  the  right  honourable  gentleman  affe&ed  to  iay  was  in* 
formation  which  he  had  received  from  the  worthy  and  re* 
fpedtablc  Magi  Urate  who  had  feconded  the  addrefs.  Much 
as  he  efteemed  the  worthy  Alderman,  and  proud  as  he  was  to 
have  feen  the  addrefs  fu plotted  in  the  manner  in  which  it  bad 
been  fupported  that  day,  without  meaning  the  fmalleft  difr 
paragement  to  his  honourable  friend,  he  believed  that  the 
worthy  Alderman  was  as  little  likely  to  know  the  fee  rets  of 
Government,  as  any  other  Member  of  that  Houfe.  Ai* ho- 
nourable Member  behind  the  right  honourable  gentleinap, 
i  had  firft  dropped  the  hint  that  the  worthy  Magiftrate  ha<| 

fa  id  fomething  which  would  warrant  fuch  an  inference,   and 
upon  that  hint  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fo  far  im- 
proved, as  to  mifreprefent  the  worthy  Alderman's  words^ 
in  order  to  give  the  infinuation  an  air  of  probability.     What 
the  refpe&able  Alderman  had  remarked,  was  no  more  than 
that,  as  a  confiderate  man,  he  had  turned  his  mind  from  the 
fouth  eaft  of  America  to  the'  not tb-eaftern  parts  of  Europe, 
where  he  conceived  that  he  faw  fomething  which  made  him 
think  the  fleet's   not    haying  then  failed,  was  imputable  to 
what  ft  ruck  his  mind  as  the  probable  caufe  of  its  remaining 
in  port.     This  was  the  whole  of  the  Alderman's  obfervation, 
nnd  he  had  given  it  as  an  obfervation  of  his  own  mind,  and 
not  as   any  information  coming  from  authority.     In  order, 
howev  er,  to   make  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  mind 
eafy  as  to  his  fufpicion,  he  could,  in  the  moft  explicit  man- 
ner, allure  him,  that  from  the  firft  hour  that  His  Majefty's 
Minifters  had  thought   it  neceffary  to  arm,  till  they  lately 
began  to  difarm,  there  was  not  one  period  in  which  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  military  preparations  did  not  appear  to  them 
indifpenfably   neceffary,  and  that  folely  on  account  of  the 
ftate  of  the  negociation  pending  between  Great  Britain  and 
Spain,    independent  of  any  confideration  of  the  northern 
Powers,  or  any  other  European  event.     It  would  not  be  ex- 
pelled that  he  ihould  go  into  a  difcuflion  relative  to  the 
Northern  Powers  at  that  time;  his  duty  did  not  require  it; 
and  what  he  had  faid,  he  trufled,  would  fatisfy  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  and  the  Houfe.     Mr.  Pitt  next  proceed- 
ed to  reply  to  Mr.  Fox  on  the  merits  of  the  convention,  de- 
claring that  he  would  endeavour  to  follow  the  coorfe  and  or- 
der of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  obfervation9.     Mr. 
Pitt  obferved,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  firft 
noticed  the  queftion  of  reparation,  and  mentioned  the  affair 
of  Falkland  Iflands,  roundly  aflerting  that,  in  that  cafe,  the 
fatisfa&ion  made  to  this  country  had  been  entire;  whereas  in 
the  prefent  inftance  of  Nootka  Sound,  the  reparation  had 
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Uka  far  ihort  oJT  what  we  had  a  right  to  expedr  ;  Mr.  Pitt 
amended,  that  in  the  cafe  of  Falkland  Ifland,  the  Minifter 
kd  obtained  a  reparation,  but  referved  the  claim  of  right 
aifcttkd ;  Whereas  in  the  prefent  cafe,  according  to  the  firft 
wide  df  the  convention,  the  reparation  was  completed  by 
tke  restoration  of  the  place,  and  our  claim  of  right  acknow- 
ledged and  adjufted  by  the  fecond  article  of  the  treaty.  He 
tko  took  notice  of  Mr,  Fox's  having  faid,  that  his  right  ho- 
ncarable  friend,  (Mr.  Dundas)  by  not  having  been  in  Par- 
liamaLWhen  the  affair  of  Falkland  Inlands  was  in  agitation 
101771,  had  juft  efcaped    fupporting  the  Miniftry  of  that  '     * 

ixf  a  year  and  a  half;  if  that  were  fo,  it  mud  be  admitted 
bj  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  that  he 
M  hlmlelf  efcaped  oppefing  the  fame  Miniftry  juft  the  fame 
period  of  time.     In  anfwer  to  the  argument  of  the  right  ho- 
■oorabk  gentleman,  for  the  purpofe  of  proving  that  the  other 
vticles  of  the  convention  were  mere  conceffions,  and  not  ac* 
qofttions,  be  felt  himfelf  juftified  in  contending,  that  though 
vita  this  country  had  gained,  confifted  not  of  new  rights, 
|  h  certainly  did  of  new  advantages.     We  had  before  a  right  to 
;   tk  feather  n  whale  n/hery,  and  a  right  to  navigate  and  carry 
ooilheries  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  to  trade  on  the  coafts  ' 
of  my  parr  of  the  north-weft  of  America;  but  that  right 
I  doc  only  had  not  been  acknowledged,  but  difputed  and  refift- 
td,  whereas  by  the  convention  it  was  fecured  to  us ;  a  cir- 
|  ewaflance  which,  though  no  new  right,  was  a  new  ad  van- 
j  ttgc    Mr.  Pitt  faid,  that  the  rapid  and  irrefiftible  courfe  of 
I  commerce:  had  improved  and  increafed  fo  dftonifhingly,  from 
I  the  firft  dawningsof  antiquity,  to  the  maturity  of  the  mo- 
aent,  that  it  was  not  in  imagination  to  trade  the  degree  of 
perfefiion  which  it  would,  in  all  human   probability,  have 
irrived  at,  when  revolving  years  fhall  have  filled  up  the 
&me  period  of  time.     In  anfwer  to  the  ftrefs  laid  by  Mr.  Fox 
co  the  conceffions  we  bad' made  to  Spain,  Mr.  Pitt  aflerred, 
that  where  we  had  made  a  conceffion  on  our  part,  a  ftipula- 
I  tion  equally  favourable  to  us  had  been  acceded  to  by  Spain. 
1  He  next  attempted  to  refute  the  objections  which  had  been 
fiarted  as  to  the  claufe  in  the  conyention,  which  obliges  us 
cot  to  navigate  on  the  fishery  within  the  (pace  often  leagues 
tf  any  part  of  the  coafts  already  occupied  by  Spain,  remark* 
kg,  that  ten  leagues  of  fuch  extended  feas,  was  by  no  means 
to  be  compared  to  the  four  leagues  diltance  from  our  coafts, 
I  which  all  (hips,  not  Britifh,  are  by  our  own  hovering  a£ls 
!  farced  to  obferve :  he  went  much   at   large  into  the  argu- 
|   aieot  about  the  line  of  demarkation  intended  to  be   drawn* 
I   a»d  a&gned  the  reafon  why  that  particular  had  not  yet  been 
failed.    After  expreffing  his  fenfe  of  the  partiality  and  kind-  * 

tefc  which  fo  many  truly  refpedteble  gentlemen  had  that  day 

been 
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been  pleafedto  exprefs  in  his  favour,  he  poffeffed  a  perfei 
confcioufnefs  that  he,  perhaps,  deferred  the  lea  ft  fhare  of  th 
merit  afcribed  to  His  Majefty's  Mini  Iters;  and  conclude 
with  fubmitiing  the  aMdrefs  to  the  judgement  of  the  Houfe* 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  antwered,  that  the  right  honourable  gentlemai 
had  mifundei  flood  him,  having  omitted  to  ftate  a  word  ii 
one  part  of  his  argument  which  he  had  noticed,  though  -i 
was  effential ;  he  would,  therefore,  mention  it  again  ;  ii 
contending  that  all  the  boa  lied  acquifitions  of  the  conventroi 
were  mere  conceflions,  he  had  argued  that  we  had  not  thi 
right  only,  bw  the  actual,  poiieffion  of  the  fouthern  whali 
fiihery,  and  every  thing  elfe  Which  the  convention  gave  Q 
before,  though  our  right  had  been  refilled  and  difputed. 
Mr.Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  thanked  the  right  honourable  gentle 
man  for  reminding;  him  of  What  had  actually  efcaped  him 
and  what  he  wiihed  particularly  to  iirtprefs  on  the  minds  o! 
that  Houfe,  viz.  that  thole  naked  rights  which  this  country 
poiTefled  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  on  the  north-weft  coafti 
of  America,  before  the  convention,  and  which  had  been  of- 
ten refifted,  and  ahv'ays  denied  and  difputed,  Were  now.eftab- 
liftied,  and  the  actual  pofleffion  recognized  by  Spairf,  and  fe- 
cured  to  us  by  tht*  convention. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  queftion  of  adjournment,  when 
the  numbers  were, 

Noes,  247;  Aye?,    123.     Majority  124. 

The  Houfe  bein^  relumed,  ailhort  converfation  took,  plac* 
between  Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Pitt;  the  former  contending,  that 
if  the  fituarions  of  cerrain  places  on  the  continent  of  South 
America,  as  fixed  on  a  map  which -he  had  feen,  were  correct, 
then  the  ten  leagues  difiance  would  deprive  us  of  the  fouthern 
whale  fifhery,  and  every  valuable  privilege,  which  the  Houfe 
had  been  led  to  believe  the  convention  would  give  them. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  combated  this  idea^  and  declared  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  millaken. 

The  main  queftion  was  then  put,  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVednefday^    1 5 /A  December. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  the 
Speaker  left  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Hobart  having  taken  his 
feat  at  the  table, 

Mr.  Pitt;.  Mf«  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe,  and  begged  leave  to  fubrnit  to 
the  Committee  apian  of  ways  and  means  to  defray  theex- 
pences  of  the  late  armament,  with  the  additional  expence  alfo 
of  an  increafed  number  of  feamen  voted  for  the  fervice  of  the 

0  enfuihg  vear  mora  than  were  voted  for  the  laft;     Mr.  Pitt 

ftate* 
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bid  the  expence  to  be* provided  for,  incurred  by  the  Iatjt 
xmamenr,  as  follows : 

r     ^  '*• 

For  the  navy        -  .  ^  -        1*565,000 

■    army  -  '  N-  64,000 

— ordnance        -  -  -  -     151,000 

And  for  provifions  to  the  Eaft  and  Weft  Indies    -      41,000 

Making  in  the  whole,  already  voted  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  bnpply  '     -  -      1,821,000 

To  which  was  to  be  added,  the  vote  of  credit,  ex- 
>     pended  -  -  i,ooByOOO 

Making  a  total  expence  for  the  armament,  of         2,821,000 

From  this  expenditure,  however,  200,000!.  might 
be  dedufted  for  naval  ftores  on  hand,  but  this 
he  mould  avoid,  wiihing  to  have  every  expen-  * 

ditare,  occafioned  in  any  degree  by  the  arma- 
ment, ftated  feparately,  as  he  had  pledged  him- 
fclf  that  it  fiiould  be,  and  feparately  provided 
for;  it  was  upon  this  principle  he  fhould  in* 
elude  the  expence  of  the  addition  of  fix  thou- 
fand  feamen,  which  would  be,  at  the  ufoal  al- 
lowance -  -  -  312,000 

Which,  added  to  the  other  expence  of    '         -      2,821,000 

Left  to  be  provided  for  -  3>*33»ooq 

It  was  to  the  important  objefl  of  a  provifion  for  this  fum 
he  had  to  call  trie  attention  of  the  Committee,  who  were  to 
giveadeciGon  on  the  beft  means  of  defraying  an  expenditure 
of  foch  magnitude,  over  and  above  the  amount  of  the  ufuai 
eidepdimre  of  the  year:  it  was  impofiible  for  him  not  to  feel 
that  he  was  making  an  important  proportion ;  he  was  conT 
frious  that  he  brought  forward  a  very  ferious  proportion,  and 
he  .was  perfuaded  that  no  man  confidrred  it  to  be  a  matter 
of  more  regret  than  he  did ;  for,  however  highly  he  might 
eftimatetbe  fituation  and  circum fiances  of  the  country,  he 
well  knew  that  no  means  could  be  adopted  to  provide  for  an 
expence  of  three  millions,  but  what  muft,  for  a  time,  oc- 
cafion  a  heavy  addition  to  the  burdens  of  the  people.  What- 
ever difference  of  opinion  there  might  exift  relative  to  the 
incurring  of  this  expence,  yet  there  was  no  man  but  muft 
feel  that  when  it  had  been  incurrred,  they  muft  have  recourfc 
to  fame  fpeedy  means  of  providing  for  its  difcharge.  By  this 
condnd,  they  would  manifeft  to  the  world  the  readinefs  of  % 

that  Houle  to  provide  fore  very  national  expence;  and  upon 

Vol.  XXVIII.  R  thefp 


122  FAKLlA'MfcN   i  AKY  A.  179C 

thefe  grounds  he  was  fime  of  receiving  fupport  even  of  ttiof 
who  condemned  the  condi|&  of  Admhuftration  in  regard   t< 
Spain  ;  and  he  was  juiiified,  by  the  divifion  of  the  Houfe  tlv 
preceding  day,  to  look  for  the  fupport  of  a  majority,    no 
alone  upon  the  ground  of  the  neceffity  of  providing  for    zffi 
difcharge  of  the  expence,  but  from  a  conviflion  that  we  ha< 
not  an  option  upon  the  fubjeft  ;  that  the  honour  of  the  coun 
try  had  called  upon  us  to  arm  ;  and  that  the  expenqe  then  tt 
.be  provided  for,  had  been  incurred   in  neceffary  exertions  r< 
maintain  and  vindicate  that  honour.  There  was  alfb  anothe'i 
topic  of  confolation ;  by  circumftances  arifing  from  the  ex- 
penditure, they  had  been  enabled  to  convince  the  world    ol 
their  increafing  ftrength  and  refources  :  thefe  confiderat  iorw 
ought  to  infpire  and  animate  them  in  meeting  with  manlioefi 
and  boldnefs  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe,  and   in  bearing  witfe 
fortitude  the  increaie  of  the  public  burden.     Mr.  Pitt  took  a 
comparative  view  of  the  national  iituation  at  the  clofe  of  thi 
laft  war,  apd  at  the  prefent  time,  when  the  circumftances  of 
the  country,  were  Angularly  fortunate  and  flourishing  :  they 
knew,  he  laid,  that  the  laft  Parliament,  though  they  found 
the  countrv  deprefled,  and  apparently  burdened  beyond  mea- 
sure, had  fcundthe  means  of  laying  the  grounds  of  a  gradual 
reduction  of  the  national  debt,  and  had  proceeded  with  fuc~ 
pefs  in  that  plan.     Thus,  in  feven  years,  they  had  reinftated 
the  credit  of  the  country,  which  now,  from  a  perfeverancc 
in  that  fyftem,  flood  as  high  as  ever.     The  prefent  Parliar 
ment  had  not  the  fame  difficulties  to  encounter ;  for  the 
country  was  more  equal  to  the  burden.     He  would  not  take 
up  the  lime  of  gentlemen  in  dating  the  rapid  increafe  of  our 
wealth,  of  our  ftrength,  and  of  our  confequence ;  for  it  was 
.known  and  acknowledged  in  every  part  of  Europe.     They 
ought,  therefore,  to  meet  the  prefent  addition  of  debt  with 
great  energy ;  they  ought  not  to  he  contented  in  merely  find- 
ing the  means  to  defray  the  intereft;  and  leave  the  capital  a 
permanent  burden  ;  they  were  enabled  to  look  farther,  and 
to  prove  to   their  conftituents,  and  to  the  world,  that  they 
had  not  only  an  increaie  of  power,  but  that  they  had  the 
meaus  of  maintaining  that  power,  by  a  proportionate  increafe 
of  refources.     It  was  not  only  their  immediate  duty  to  pro- 
vide for  defraying  the  expence  recently  incurred,  but  to  take 
care  to  prevent  their  interfering  with,  or  retarding  that  great 
oi>je£t,  the  payment  of  the  national  debt.     With  this  view, 
he  fhould  feel  it  incumbent  on  him  to  bring  forward  a  plan 
of  ways  and  means,  adapted  to  the  occafion,  and  propofe 
|axes,  which,  although    they  were  the  more  heavy  in  pro- 
portion as  they  were  lefs  permanent,  would,  in  a  (hort  period 
of  time,  clear  the  whole  of  the  debt.     The  firft  refouree  he 
#  fhould  fuggeft  to  the  Committee,  was  one  which,  if  his  pro- 

pofition 
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yo£tion  were  approved,  would  raife  no  incorifidirablfe  pbrtiofc 
•f  the  Aim  warned.     This  refource,  was  the  balance  of  thfc 
iffues  of  public  money  for  particular  purpofes,  which  had  ac- 
cumulated from  unpaid  dividends  in  the  hands  of  th^  Bank  of 
England.     It  was  evident,  that  thofe  who  were  employed  as 
meie  agents,  had  no  right  whatever  to  hold  a  greater  balattci 
io  their  hands  than  might  be  fufficient  to  anfwer  every  demand 
which  could  in  all  probability  be  made  upon  them.     The 
Back  flood  in*hefituation  of  an  agent  to  the  Public,  and  for 
tieir  agency  they  had  a  confiderable  allowance,  and  Were 
aoc  entitled  to  any  indirect  profit  from  a  balance  to  be  left  in 
tfcir  pofleffion,  greater  than  was  fufficient  to  meet  the  de- 
mands which  might  be  made  upbri"  diem.    This  principle  wa£ 
adopted  in  all  the  fubordinate  offices  under  Government,  arid 
the  Bank  confidered  themfelves  in  the  fame  light ;  there  was 
not,  therefore,  a  pretence  that  the  balance  fliould  be  appro- 
priated to  their  purpofes*     On  the  ckarefi  principles  of  pru- 
dence, of  juftice,  of  good  faith,  and  of  economy,  the  Public 
had  a  right  to  avail  themfelves  of  this  balance,  which  arofe 
from  the  public  iffues ;  thefe  iffues  he  ftated  to  be  eight  mil* 
Iioas per  annum,  in  quarterly  payments;  and' that  the  ba* 
lance  remaining  from  what  was  unpaid,  was,  in   it's  prefent 
ftate,  available  to  no  one.     His  object  was  to  make  it  avail- 
able to  the  Public,  and  to  give  the  creditor  equal  fecutity* 
whenever  a  demand  might  be  made,  in  the  confolidated  fund; 
He  ftated  that,  by  the  yearly  accounts  of  the  Bank,  it  ap-' 
peared,  that  the  balance  of  thefe  unpaid  iffues  had  been  uni- 
formly increafing  from  the  year  1727  to  the  making  up  of 
the  laft  accounts.  In  the  year  1 727,  the  balance  was  43,000!/ 
— 101774,  it  had  amounted  to  292,000]. — in  3  775,  it  de- 
creafed  8c  00  J.  add  was  284,000!. — in  1786,  it  was  314,000!^ 
and  00  the  5th  of  July,  1789,  when  the  lad  amount  was* 
made  up,  it  rofe  to  547,0001.     From  this  ftitrment  it  muft 
appear,  that  the  growing  increafe  had  overbalanced  demands 
on  arrears,  the  rational  refult  of  which  was,  that  there  exifted 
a  confiderable  floating  balance  more  than  fuficient  for  cur-* 
rait  demands,  and  the  difcharge  of  every  probable  demand ' 
far  arrears.     The  increafe  had  been,  from   thte   year    1763$* 
with  a  (ingle  exception,  invariable  to  the  prefent  time.     Mr. 
7Ut  mentioned  the  readinefs  of  the  Bank  to  communicate! 
every  information,  and  read  a  letter  frord  the  Bank^  ftating 
their  calh   accounts,  made  up.  to  the  12th  of  October,  by 
which  it  appeared  that  the  floating  balance  was  at  that  time 
66o,oool.     There  were' no  juft  grounds  to  believe  that  this 
would  not  continue  to  increafe.     The  Public  might,1  with 
ptrfed  fafety  to  the  creditors,  avail  themfelves  of  this  d*ud 
balance,  fubje&ing  themftlves  to  all  demands.     It  Was  his 
intention  to  propofe  the  taking,  for  public  ufe,  500,000!., 
R  a  making 


123 


«24  .    PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1790- 

making  the  consolidated  fund  anfwerablc;  i6o,oool.  wqukl. 
then  be  left  for  the  current  fervice  of  the  year,  and  for  the 
difcharge  of  every  old  arrear  which  might  be  demanded.  TTi^ 
fecurity  for  the  whole  would  prove  equal,  as  the  confolidated 
fond  would  Be  the  fecurity,  by  which  means,  every  credi  toe- 
would  ftill  be  paid  on  demand,  and  the  only  difference  be, 
that  the  country  would  have  the  perpetual  loan,  without  in— 
tereft,    of  half  a  million,    which  otherwife  would  remain 
wholly  ufelefs.     Mr.  Pitt  then  flated  the  following  prece- 
dents, the  two  fir  ft  of  which  he  confidered  as  analogous,  suid 
the  laft  as  a  precedent  in  point.    In  the  year  1726,  by  a  fta- 
tute  of  George  the  Firft,  a  fum  provided  for  what  was  termed 
the  Bankers9  debt,  was  carried  to  the  finking  fund,  which 
was  made  anfwerable  for  all  demands.    In  1778,  by  the  18th 
of  the  prefent  King,  the  dividends  unclaimed,  on  what  was 
termed  the  produce  of  the  two-fevenths,  was  carried  to  the 
aggregate  fund,  which  was~  made  anfwerable ;  and  by  the 
12th  of  George  the  Second,  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  delivered  to  the  finking  fund  the  balance 
in  his  hands,  and  the  finking  fund  was  made-refponfible.  His 
next  objeft  was  to  propofe  fuch  temporary  taxes,  as 
might,  in  a  fhort  time,  produce  a  difcharge  of  the  whole  in 
a  fingle  year ;  but  he  would  endeavour  to  find  the  means  to 
difcharge  it  in  the  firft  year,  independent  of  the  intereft  on 
the  whole  fum,  8oo,Oool.  of  the  capital.     He  was  confident 
that  every  Member  in  the  Houfe  would  be  equally  defiron* 
with  him  in  {hewing  fuch  a  proof  of  BritinS  refource.     It 
was  his  intention  to  propofe  the  continuance  of  all  the  taxes 
for  the  fecond  year, 'and  on  the  entrance  into  it,  to  difcharge 
the  intereft  of  the  remainder  of  the  capital,  and  an  additional 
8oo,oool.    The  (am  which  he  propofed  to  appropriate  from 
.  the  balance  of  the  unpaid  iffues  of  500,0001.  and  the  two 
payments  of  800,000}.  would  form  a  difcharge  of  more  than 
half  the  capital  in  the  two  firft  years,  after  which  part  of  the 
taxes  might  be  taken  off,  and  the  others  left  to  difcharge  the 
remaining  two  millions,  which  could  be  effe&ed  in  the  twe 
fubfequent  years,  making  a  complete  extin&iorf  of  the  capi- 
tal in  four  years.     He  was  fure  that  the  Committee  would 
fee  at  once  that  the  advantages  refnlting  from  this  fcheme, 
if  it  could  be  efFedcd,  would  over-balance,  comparatively, 
the  temporary  burdens  which  would  in  confequetice  be  fuf- 
tained.    It  was  his  intention  to  place  the  taxes  which  he 
ihould  propofe  upon  a  few  fubftantial  articles,  which  would 
render  them  effectual  and  impartial.    The  firft  tax  which  he 
.     ihould  propofe  would  be  upon  an  article  of  general  confutnp* 
!  tion,  upon  Sugar,  which  now  paid  a  duty  of   12s.  4d.  per 

hundred  weight,  to  which  he  (hould  propofe  an  addition  of 
as*  8d.  which  would  raife  241,000!.     And  on  this  aiticto 

ht 
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kffnceired  there  could  be  no  obje&ion  againft  a  temporary 
Us;  indeed  there  feemed  to  be  a  peculiar  propriety  in  it,  fince 
hi  a  war  taken  place,  the  rife  on  the  articfe  would  hate 
km  greater  than  the  prefent  tax  would  occaGon  it  to  be. 
The  fccond  tax  was  on  Spirits,  which  he  confidered  as  not 
fidy  to  be  evaded,  when  laid  on  for  a  fhort  time,  and  in  a 
light  degree.  Britifhlpirits  were  now  taxed,  in  the  wafh, ' 
[hi  per  gallon  ;  brandy,  5s.  and  rum,  4s*  he  propofed  an  ad- 
dition of  one  fixth,  which  would  produce  on 

Home  fpirits  -  -  86,000 

Brandy        ...       87,000 
Ram         •  -  67,000 

Total  on  fpirits        -       240,000 

The  tax  on  Malt  he  propofed  for  the  two  laft  years  only  ; 

1  additional  duty  of  3d.  per  bufhel,  would  produce  i2i,oool. 
The  next  he  propofed  was  a  tax  on  Affeffed  Taxes,  excepting 
the  commutation  and  land  taxes ;  under  this  description  came 
the  window,  houfe,  horfe,  and  all  affefled  taxes<  He  pro- 
ofed an  addition  of  ten  per  cent.,  which  would  produce 
loo^ool.  Mr.  Pitt  next  propofed  a  double  tax  on  Game- 
keepers, and  an  additional  one-third  tax  on  Licences.  This 
he  took  at  25,000!.  Here,  he  faid,  he  fhould  end  with  thofe 
taxes  which  he  propofed  as  temporary,  the  total  produce  of 
nhich  he  would  fet  in  one  view,  by  a  recapitulation. 

Sugar            -  -                     £41,000 

Britifli  Spirits  -                 -        86,000 

Brandy         -  -             -       87,000 

Rum        -  -                 -  *        67,000 

Malt                -  -                  122,000 

Aflefled  Taxes  -                -       100,000 

Game  Licences  -                 -          25,000 

728,000 


This,  heobferved,  was  not  a  fufficient  fum  for  the  purpofes 
which  he  had  ftated,  but  he  had  alfo  to  propofc  to  the  Com* 
mime,  a  tax  which  would  render  it  amply  fufficient,  and 
fare  aiefidue  for  other  purpofes ;  what  he  was  about  now  to 
mention,  he  intended  to  propofe  as  a  permanent  tax. 
Bills  of  Exchange  and  Recefpts  were  already  taxed,  but  it 
was  notorious  that  great  fraud  was  praflifed,  and  the  tax 
traded ;  every  one  rauft  admit,  that  there  was  great  merit  in 
ihc  principle  of  this  tax,  and  therefore  it  was  his  intention  to 
R&der  it  more  general  and  proportionate;  to  find  means  to 

% pervent 
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prtveh't  evafion ;  and,  by  not  making  too  many  ftagi 
render  th'ertax  oti  Receipts  rrtote  progreffive  from  the  fa 
tcTthe  higher  Turns.  His  plan  would  go  to  the  prevention" 
thepfefent  frequent  re-ifluing  bills*  from  different  batilcel 
which  was  a  material  injury  to  the  tax  on  bills  of  exchange 
he  would  not,  however,  at  prefent,  enter  upon  the  detail^ 
this  fcheme,  a*  its  nicety  and  importance  required  more  till 
for  difcuffion  than  it  had  yet  received.  He  entertained  tl 
moil  fanguine  hopes  t;hat  the  addition  to  the  revenue,  in  col 
fequenceof  this  project,  would  amount  to  more  than  5009000 
per  annum.  He  meant  to  give*  fufficient  notice  of  the  da 
on  which  he  Would  fuhmit  it  to  the  confideration  of  tb 
Houfs  for  a  feparate  difcuffion  :  he  believed,  however,  tha 
he  fhould  not  be  confidered  to  take  too  much  upon  this  taj 
by  ftating  fufficient  to  infure  a  total*,  with  the  taxes  he  ha 
before  propofed,  of  the  8oo,oool.  which  he  fet  out  with  th 
the  endeavour  to  procure.  Having  thus  gone  through  til 
ways  and  means  which  he  conceived  the  ben:  adapted  to  mee 
the  expence  of  the  armament,  he'  called  upon  the  zeal  ani 
fortitude  of  the  Committee  to  meet  them,  and  if,  upon  \ 
full  coufi  deration,  they  fhould  appear  to  them  as  they  did  ti 
him,  h^trufted  they  would  adopt  them,  though,  forafnor^ 
time,  they  might  bear  hard  upon  their  conftituents.  Shouli 
*  the  proportions  which  he  had  offered,  be  agreed  to  by  thi 
Houfe,  and  carried  into  effe£,  the  con  foli  dated  fund  wool? 
gain  an  addition  by  the  500,000!.  from  the  bank,  and  thi 
8oc,oool.  of  the  produce  of  the  firft  year,  in  the  fum  ol 
1,300,000!.,  which  fum  he  fhould  move  to  he  iiTued  from  it 
for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1791 ;  and  as  a  temporary  refource 
for  the  remainder,  he  would  propbfe  the  ifTuing  of  1,800,000)* 
in  Exchequer  bills,  which  iffuing  he  was  given  to  underftand 
would  be  attended  with  no  inconvenience  for  the  fhort  time 
during  which  they  were  to  remain  out.  Not  thinking  he 
had  omitted  the  ftatement  of  any  thing  material,  he  fubmit- 
*ed  what  he  had  advanced,  in  full  reliance  on  the  decifion  of 
a  Houfe  of  Commons  reprefenting  a  people  whofe  fpirit  was 
equal  to  their  refources.  ,He  concluded  With  moving, 
'*  That  the  fum  of  1,300,0001.  be  granted  from  the  confo- 
"  lidated  fund,  for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1791.'' 
As  foon  as  Mr.  Hobart  read  the  motion, 
Sii Charles  gjr  Charles  Bunbury  begged  to  know  which  of  the  propofed 
Bunbury.  taxes  were  meant  to  be  permanent,  and  which  temporary  t 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  aniwered,  that  all  the  taxes  which 
he  had  opened  to  the  Committee,  were  meant  to  be  teuipo» 
rary  ;  the  regulations  en  bills  of  exchange  and  receipts  were 
alone  meant  to  he  permanent. 
Mr.  S.  Mr.,S.  Thornton  (a  Bank  Diredlor)  complained  that  the 
Thornton  proportion  to  take  500,000!.  of  the  cfcpbfit  at  the  Bant  for 

the 


the  unpaid  dividends  was  a  meafure  likely  to  give  a  ftab  to 
-  Accredit,   and  be  attended  with  mpft  injurious  confe- 

Eices.     Mr.  Thornton,  adverting  to  the  nature  of  the  ac- 
aJation  of  that  depofit,  ohferved,  that  it  was  extremely 
liable,    and  precarious,    and  contended,  that  although  it 
fed  increafed,  and  >vas  increafing,  yet  as  foon  as  the  Mini- 
i  fe'i  intention  was  known,  it  would  diminifh.     He  dated 
^balances  of  the  Bank  for  feveral   years,  by  which  it  ap- 
;  red,  that  the  average  did  not  amount  to  a  large  turn  ;  and 
lib  read  the  notice  of  payment  of  r.he  dividends  that  was 
y*iti  up  in  various  parts  of  the  Bank,  previous  to  the  days 
marterly  payment,  and  intimated,  if  the  proportion  were 
lifted  in,  that  fort  of  notice  muft  be  altered,  and  they  mull 
fine  it  to  the  payment  of  fo  much  as  the  cafli  ifiued  to 
in  from  the  Exchequer  fhould  be  equal  to. 

i\fr.  Serjeant  faid  that  he  had  been  a  Bank  Director,  but      Mr. 
iiTing  been  for  fome  years  out  of  the  lift  of  Directors,  he  Serjejot. 
wis  not  at  prefent  as  much  mafter  of  their  affairs,  or  rather 

mode  of  managing  them,  as  he  had  been.  He  had  al- 
»ifs  conceived  the  Bank  Directors  to  be  the  agents  of  the 
I:blic,  in  all  concerns  of  a   public  nature,  and  fometimej  ' 

faded  as  truftees,  but  they  certainly  had  no  right  to  in- 
tntft  on  the  public  money.     He  faid,  with  regard  to  the  di- 

ni  money,  he  held  it  to  be  indifpenfably  neceflary  tha,t 
.'  public  creditor  fhould  have  his  money  for  his  dividend 
(bt  inibnt  he  applied  for  it.  That  one  matter  provided  for, 
fe&w  no  object  ion  to  the  Public's  having  the  ufe  of  the  mo- 
tey  left  in  hand,  efpecially  if,  as  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tkman  had  ftated,  a  floating  fum  of  50,000,  or  rather  150,000!. 
»as  left  to  anfwer  any  fudden  demand.  It  was  cuftoaiary 
!*ith  individuals,  Mr.  Serjeant  faid,  when  the  money  they 
lent  to  their  private  Banker  amounted  to  more  than  was  ne- 
ceflary  to  anfwer  the  current  fervice  of  their  trade,  to  take 
*vaY  thefurplus,  and  apply  it  to  other  purpofes.  The  Bank 
<»as  a  Eankerto  the  Public,  juft  as  a  private  Banker  was 
•nft-kperer  to  an  individual,  and  he  did  not  fee  why  the 
■  r^Mic  had  not  the  fame  right  over  their  own  money  in  the 
HBj-t,  either  to  leave  or  take  it  away, 

!     Mr.  Sheridan  obferved  that,  on  the  prefent  ocafion,  he  felt      Mr. 
flrimteif  tniufually  happy  to  give  the  right  honourablegentle-  Sheridartv 
iman  (Mr.  Pin)  his  fin-  ere  praife  for  the  general  outline  of  his 
p*in,  for  the  fueedy  extinction  of  die  three  millions  neceiTary 
lojx  raifed  to  pay  off  the  expence  of  the  late  armament.  He 

red  the  right  honourable  gentleman  that  he  had  done  no, 

^than  jufucetD  that  fide  of  the  Houfe,  in   thinking  tha; 
would  givL  their  fupport  to   fuch  a  nece/Tary  meafure, 

aterer  difference  of  opinion  there  might  be  on  paiticnlar 
whether  forne  of  them  might  think  on  the  fubkcl  of 

that 
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that  armament,  either  that  it  was  not  neceflary,  and  th 

there  had  been  no  reafon  to  have  talked  to  Spain  in  fo  haughl 

and  menacing  a  tone ;  whether  other  gentlemen  might  deei 

the  armament  riecefTary,  but  the  fatisfadiion  obtained  inad< 

quate,  or  whether  others  again  might  coniider  the  condui 

of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  as  fpirited  and  prope 

and  that  the  Convention  was  an  excellent  one,  and  likely  f 

prove  a  fource  of  endlefs  advantage ;  let  the  contrarieties  1 

opinion  be  what  they  might,  the  right  honourable  gentlemai 

he  was  perfuaded,  would  find  but  one  fentiment  in  the  Hon 

on  the  fubject  of  his  propofed  plan.    And  as  thofe  who  f 

near  him  had  often  ftated,  that  nothing  was  fo  neceflary  ; 

to  meet  the  exigency  of  the  moment  in  a  firm,  manly  wa 

to  look  our  difficulties  at  all  times  in  the  face,  to  bring  the 

forward  without  difguife,  and  call  upon  the  Houfe  to  provii 

for  them  to  their  full  extent ;  now  as  the  advice  was  take 

they  would  thearfully  affift  in  (ha ring  the  difagreeable  tal 

of  impofing  frefli  burthens  on  the  people,  convinced  as  thi 

were  that  however  the  mode  of  incurring  the  expence  migl 

be  wrong,  the  expence,  once  incurred,  muft  be  paid.    I 

could  have  wifhed,  however,  that  the  right  honourable  go 

tleman  had  not  ftated  part  of  his  taxes  as  temporary  taxe 

He  really  feared  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  q- 

fufficiently  confidered  the  ftate  of  the  revenue,  or,  he  coj 

ceived,  he  never  could  have  perfuaded  himfelf  that  after  tl 

taxes  were  once  impofed  they  could  be  taken  off      For  1 

own  part,  he  was  anxious  for  an  examination  every  year  in 

the  ftate  of  the  public  receipt  and  expenditure.     He  Ifc 

taken  the  paper  up,  and  faw  that  the  prefent  income  of  t) 

country  was  fifteen  million  eight  liund  red  thou fand  pound 

including  malt,  land  tax,  &c,  and  the  la  ft  year's  expenc 

,ture  made  up  to  Midfummer  laft,  amounted  to  feventa 

millions;  he  lamented  that  one  great  obje&  of  refource  w 

entirely  overlooked ;  an  {economical  attention  to  our  expe 

diture,  and  a  reduition  of  our  eftablifhments;  inftead  of  th 

with  alliances,  and  under  circumftances  the  moft  favourat 

to  reduction,  with  a  neighbouring  nation,  who,  by  a  charij 

in  their  government,  enjoyed  the  bleffings  of  freedom,  roc 

inclined  to  be  our  friends  than  our  enemies,  and  at  a  time 

apparently  perfeA  fecurity,  we  were  year  after  year  incre* 

ing  our  eftablifhments.     As  to  the  taxes  propofed,  the  rig 

honourable  gentleman's  fituation  was  at  prefent  fo  difficu! 

that  it  was  almoft  unjuftifiahle  to  oppofe  any  taxes ;  but 

really  wifhed  that  before  the  right  honourable  gentlem 

thought  of  taking  the  500,000!.  from  the  Bank,  he  won 

confuit  the  Bank  Diredtors  on  that  fubjedt,  becaufe  he  fear 

the  meddling  with  any  money  iffued  to  pay  the  public  ci 

ditor,'  WQuld  affe&  the  public  credit.     With  regard  to  t 

coraparifS 


tomparifaT  made  by  the  honourable  gentlem&i  Who  (poke 
kft  between  the  Public  and  the  Bank,  and  a  private  ind;vi- 
Jul  and  his  banker,  the  honourable  gentleman  was  totally 
niftaken;  a  private  individual  might  certainly  take  his  ma- 
oey  from  his  banker's,  and  the  reafon  why  he  might  do  fo 
wai,  becaufe  the  money  was  his  own;  but  the  money  in  the 
iknkwas,  in  faftf  the  property  of  the  public  creditor,  and 
so  ether  had  a  right   to   meddle  with  it,     Another  article 
Mr,  Sheridan  thought  objectionable  as  a  farther  tax- 
was  malt, 
Mr.  Put  declared  that  he  did  not  mean  dlreclly  to  prefs  a  Mr,  Pittf 
for  the  50qoo;I   bat  he  muft  be  welt  convinced  that 
would  be  an  injufiice  to  the   public  creditor  before 
thould  abandon  the  idea.     He  did  allure  the  honourable 
kman,  that  he  had  not  propofed  the  meafure  without 
ing  fully  weighed  it,  and  he  faw  nothing  that  could  be  a 
ground  of  objection  againft  it.     If  it  could  be  proved, 
public  credit  would  be  aflfecled  by  it,  he  mould  certainly 
ifent  to  abandon  it;  but,  he  wijhed  they  would  not  at* 
pt  to  difcufs  it  without  having  tirfl  confidered  it  atcen- 
y.     As  to  the  honourable  gentleman's  having  fome  de- 
to  know  what  was  the  foliation  of  the  annual  income 
rxpenditure,  he  had  mentioned  exprenTy ,  that  he  brought 
ird  the  ways  and  means,  to  provide  for  the  expences  of 
armament,  that  day,  becaufe  he  was  anxious  to  feparate 
two  queftions,  and  to  keep  thefe  expences,  and  the  cur- 
t  expences  of  the  yeardiftin£r  from  each  other-     He  beg- 
leave  alfo  to  remind  the  honourable  gentleman  that  he 
taken  the  ear  lie  A  opportunity  in  the  feffion,  to  give  no- 
,  that  after  the  holidays  he  ihould  move  for  a  Select 
imittee  to  examine  into  the  fbte  of  the  income  and  ex- 
ture>  with  a  wew  to  the  peace  effnblifhment,  to  com* 
die  fame  with  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  1786, 
to  fbte  the  refult  in  a  report  to  the  houfe,  and  therefore 
l*>ped  the  honourable  gentleman  would  excufe  his  meet- 
him  on  the  fubjeel  at  prefenu 
Mr*  fV*  having  premifed  that  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Fox* 
had  propofed  to  raife  a  certain  proportion  of  tempo- 
taxes,  and  a  certain  proportion  of  permanent  taxes,  beg- 
leave  to  know  whether  he  intended  to  vote  the  penna- 
nt taxes  fimply  as  permanent  taxes,  and  leave  it  to  Parlia* 
J*m>  3t  the  end  of  four  year*  to  appropriate  them?     If  the 
J*gte  honourable  gentleman  meant  to  keep  them  feparate 
fcaa  the  yearly  taxes,  he  ought  to  appropriate  them  in  the 
''"  of  Parliament  that  muft  be  brought  in  to  make  them 
Mr,  Foxexpreffid  fome  doubts  as  to  the  malt  and 
r  taxes,  but  as  to  the  500,000!-  which  the  right  honour- 
geiuieraan  propofed  to  be  taken  from  the  tank,  he  muft 
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fey,  although  the  right  honourable  gentleman  feemed  confr 
dent  that  he  fhould  have  no  objection,  when  he  tame  to  con< 
fider  it,  he  was  ready  to  come  to  a  vote  upon  it  dire<£Uy,  anc 
reje&  it  in  toto.  Did  not  that  money  belong  to  the  publh 
creditor  ?  Had  they  any  right  whatever  to  vary  the  fecu 
rity  ?  Undoubtedly  they  had  not,  and  ought,  on  no  ac 
count  to  meddle  with  it.  The  right  honouiable  gentlemat 
had  fignified  his  intention  of  providing  a  floating  balance  o 
50,0001.  and  iro,oool.  befides.  In  his  mind  (Mr.  Fox  faid 
that  did  not  alter  the  cafe.  It  was  poflible  that  the  whol 
fum  might  be  demanded  on  one  quarter  day,  and  was  th 
bulk  of  the  public  creditors  to  be  put  into  fuch  a  predica 
ment  ?  The  Truftees  of  the  Bank  had  th«  public  monej 
iffued  to  them  for  the  payment  of  the  dividends  to  the  publii 
creditors  to  whom  it  was  doe*  He  was  glad  to  find  tfo 
Bank  Directors  had  not  confented  to  the  plan;  he  had  beei 

'  anxious  that  his  honourable  friend,  (Mr.  Sheridan)  fliouli 

have  been  heard  before  the  Bank  Dire&or  who  had  fpokei 
firft  (Mr.  Thornton)  becaufe  if  the  Bank  Dire&ors  hadgiva 
their  confent,  the  principle  of  violenti  wmJU  injuria  wouli 
have  been  finely  perverted,  and  grounds  would  have  been  law 
for  future  robberies  and  future  plunders.  Mr.  Fox  declare* 
that  he  fhould  wifli  to  hear  every  argument  of  the  right  ho 
nourable  gentleman  on  thefubjeft,  and  he  mould  hear  then 
attentively  when  the  fit  time  came,  and  fo  ought  every  ma* 
who  had  public  credit  at  heart,  before  he  gave  his  yotefoi 
any  fuch  probation.  Therifcht  honourable  gentleman  (to 
obferved)  was  not  always  infallible  in  his  fchemes  of  finance 
He  had,  laft  year,  in  hi*  opinion,  given  a  Tevere  blow  t( 
public  £red1t,  oy  his  fcheme  of  paying  off  navy  hills;  that 
fcheme.  however,  he  had  dropped  upon  better  advice.  Tto 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  properly  come  forward  witl 
the  expence  of  the  armament,  and  had  declared,  this  is  thf 
expence,  Jet  us  bear  the  burthen  now,  and  not  leave  it  to 
poftsrity  to  p^y.  But  what  did  his  plan  effe£?  It  did  leave 
it  to  pofterity.  Every  (hilling  of  the  500,0001.  might  i* 
called  for,  and  the  balance  dwindle  fo  nothing.  Tlien  th< 
public  mull  make  it  good.  And  when  was  that  likely  to 
happen  ?  Moll  likely  in  the  time  of  war,  when  the  ftocfa 
were  low>  and  the  money  Icarce:  the  mod  embarraffing 
time  for  the  public  to  pay  it  back. 

Mr.  Mr.  Church  faid,  that  though  the  laft  night  and  the  pre- 

Chmch*  ceding,  he  had  voted  againft  the  Minifter,  as  he  neither  ap- 
proved the  convention  nor  the  right  honourable  gentleman s 
condudr  re(pc#ing  it;  yet  as  he  highly  approved  his  propofal 
to  pay  offibe  whole  of  the  three  millions  in  fo  fhort  a  fpaccof 
time,  and  as  he  did  not  think  it  right  td  touch  the  500,000!. 
in  the  Bank,  he  rofe  to  give  th6  right  honourable  gentleman 

infor- 


information,  where  without  any  injury  to  public  credit,  or 
any  oppreffion  to  individuals,  he  might  obtain  a  confiderable 
Jam,  though  it  might  not  be  quite  500,000!.  What  he  al- 
luded to  was,  the  Trufiees  of  Public  Lands,  who  had  a  large 
Jam  lying  at  prefent  ufelefs  in  their  Treafurer's  hands.  Mr. 
Church  laid,  he  was  himfelf  one  of  the  Trultees,  but  he  fel- 
tloin  or  ever  attended,  as  no  notice  was  given  of  their  meet* 
jng  in  a  regular  manner.  He  was  pretty  fure  the  Treafurer 
of  that  truft  had  at  prefer^  ?0O,OO*l«  at  leaft  by  him,  and  he 
thought  it  a  proper  object  of  enquiry. 

Mr,  Pi&  anfwered,  that  he  fliould  be  extremely  forry  at  Mr,  fitt. 
any  time  to  pievent  suiy  Member  of  that  Houfe  from  offer- 
ing his  opinion,  but  moft  particularly  forry  fhould  he  have 
been,  if  he  had  not  given  the  honourable  gentleman  an  op- 
portunity of  flating  what  they  had  juft  heard,  Mr.  Pitt 
declared  that  he  had  not  heard  of  the  faft  before,  was  ex-  ' 
treroely  obliged  to  the  honourable  gentleman  for  having 
communicated  it,  and  would  take  care  that  proper  enquiry 
Jhould  be  made  concerning  it.  With  regard  to  the  500,000!. 
in  the  Bank,  if  it  could  be  proved  that  the  intereft  of  the 
public  creditors  was  impaired,  by  its  being  applied  to  the 
public  ufe,  he  (hould  be  ready  to  hold  his  propofition  inadr 
mifiible;  but  if  notvno  argwruent  could  be  fair[y  urged 
againft  it.  He  only  wifhed  to  be  understood  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  he  meant  to  argue,  which  were,  that  if 
the  fecurity  of  the  whole  confolidated  fund  be  given  for  its 
being  forthcoming  when  called  for,  the  public  creditor 
could  not  have  the  fnv-i lleil  right  to  complain:  nor  could 
there  be  any  room  to  fear  its  being  called  for  fooner  than 
aftial,  which,  indeed,  never  cmild  be  the  cafe,  unlefs,  as 
towards  the  end  of  the  late  Wtf  it  had  happened,  unfortu- 
nately we  were  in.  a  period  iti  which  our  public  credit  re- 
mained in  a  ftate  of  unceitainty*  Then  our  expences  were 
daily  i nc reefing,  the  burthen  of  taxes  was  intolerable,  ftocks 
were  low,  our  resources  nearly  exhausted,  and  there  appeal- 
ed but  little  profpedt  of  our  recovering, 

Mr.  Hujftj  obferved  that  he  had  before  him  a  clauf?,  y[u 
which  was  inferted  in  the  Ait  of  farliameut  for  the  firft  life  tyufTey. 
annuities,  and  which  had  been  copied  iqto  every  fucceeding 
A*£t  on  the  fubjeft  nnce.  By  the  claufe  it  appeared,  thaf  no 
iefs  than  the  amount  of  the  dividends  was  obliged  to  be  if- 
hied  in  four  quarterly  payments  every  year*  If,  therefore* 
tcfo  were  iSued  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  a  pofitive 
Acl  of  Parliament  would  become  violated. 

Mr*  Put  rofe  and  admitted  that  he  had  originally  intended  ^jr#  pirt, 
to  make  Imaller  iiTues,  but  upon  examining  the  (Unites  he 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  meant  to  take  the  money  by  in- 

ftalmeots,  out  of  the  depofit  at  the  Bank;  yet,  he  did  not 
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propofe  to  d?du£t  a  fhilling  from  the  iflue  of  a  fail  dividend 
for  every  current  quarter, 

Mr-  Baftard  obferved  that  as  there  were  no  creditors  to 
claim  the  dividends,  he  did  not  know  to  whom  they  were 
now  due,  and  therefore,  he  thought  the  public  might  avail 
themfelves  of  the  money.  Mr.  Baftard  could  not  fay  whe- 
ther it  was  expedient  or  wife  to  pay  off  the  money  in  fa  ftiort 
a  time,  and  lay  fuch  heivy  tax^s  on  the  people  as  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  prop  fed,  We  were  fituated  as  ia 
the  year  178a.  He  wifhed,  therefore,  that  fome  better  way 
than  by  laying  taxes,  might  be  found  of  paying  off  the  three 
millions,  Mr.  Baftard  mentioned  the  crown  lands  which 
had  been  under  furvey  for  the  laft  three  years,  and  added  that 
after  the  holidays  he  Ihoujd  bring  forward  i  proportion  re* 
fpe&ing  the  public  accounts;  and,  that  if  on  the  prefent  oc-» 
caGon,  he  were  to  ftand  alone,  he  mould  oppofe  the  taxes, 
as  the  people  could  fcarcely  bear  the  burdens  under  which 
they  already  groaned, 

Mr,  Powjs  thought,  as  doubts  and  differences  of  opinion, 
feemed  to  prevail  a*  to  the  500,000!.  that  it  would  he  more 
adyifeable  to  break  the  Aim  moved  in  the  ways  and  means, 
and  not  vote  500,000!.  at  once,  which  if  they  did  vote  it% 
would  commit  them  to  that  amounts 

Mr.  Pitt  explained,  that  if  it  fliould  turn  out  that  the 
560,000!.  from  the  Bank  was  not  approved,  they  could  iffup 
5CC,OOcl.  additional  temporary  Exchequer  bills. 

Mr,  Steele  pointed  out  two  precedents  of  varying  the  pub- 
lic creditors  bankers,  one  in  1726,  the  other  in  1778,  when 
fums  appointed  by  Afls  of  Parliament,  apd  referred  for  the 
payment  of  public  creditors,  were  applied  to  the  finking  fund 
in  one  inllance,  and  to  the  aggregate  fund  in  the  others 
And  hence  he  inferred  that  the  principle  fo  much  contended 
for  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Fox)  had  been 
already  diredlly  invaded. 

Mr.  Fox  (aid  that  the  Aims  to  be  applied  under  the  autho- 
rity of  thefe  two  Statutes  were  lodged  in  the  Exchequer,  and 
there  was  an  eflential  difference  between  the  Exchequer  and 
theJBank.  T4ae  people  employed  in  the  former  were  the  fer- 
vant$  6fthe  public,  which  was  not  the  <*afe  in  the  Bank. 

Mr.  Pultency  declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  did  the  Houfe 
of. Commons  great  honour  to  be  fo  fcrupqlous  about  the 
public  credit.  He  faw  no  impropriety  in  the  public  having 
the  ufe  of  the  money  remaining  unclaimed  in  the  Bank,  and 
thought  the  objections  to  it  mould  not  come  from  a  Direc- 
tor of  the  Bank,  as  they  might  be  considered  as  parties  inter- 
efted.    . 

Mr,  Alderman  fVatfon  granted  that  the  Dire&ors  of  the 
Bank  h~d  no,  intereft  whatever  in  the  money  remaining  with 
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tkm»  bat  it  would,  he  feared,  affeA  the  public,  if  toy  mo* 
*r,  once  iffued  to  them  for  the  purpofe  of  paying  the  divi- 
fcidstothe  public  creditor,  were  taken  out  of  their  hands. 
Alto  the  Bank  Directors  being  agents  only  for  the  public, 
ninottruftees,  he  could  prove  from  a  number  of  Adts  of 
hriiameat  then  in  the  ftatute  books  on  the  table,  that  they 
~wcin  various  inftances  truftees; 

The  queftion  was  at  length  put,  and  the  following  refolo- 

mis  polled  the  Committee. 

*  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that, 
frwirds  raiting  the  fupply  granted  to  His  Majefty,  the  Turn 

'one  million  eight  hundred  and   thirty-three  thoufand 
ids  be  raifed  by  loans  on  Exchequer  bills. 

*  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee 
t,  towards  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  His  Ivjajefty, 
i be  hTued  and  applied  the  fum  of  one  million  three  hun* 

thoufand  pounds,  out  of  the  monies  that  fliall  arife  of 
forplus  of  the  confolidated  fund  froin  and  after  the  5th 
of  April  1791. 

*  Refolved,  1  hat  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that, 
aids  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  His  Majefty,  the  du- 
upon  malt,  mum,  cyder  and  perry,  which  by  an  Aft  of 
iament  of  the  thirteenth  year'ot  His  prefent  Majefty's 

ign,  have  continuance  to  the  14th  of  June,  1791,  be  fur- 
continued  and  charged  upon  all  malt  which  {hall  be  made, 
all  mum  which  /hall be  made  or  imported,  and  all  cyder 
perry  which  fliall  be  made  for  fale  within  the  kingdom  of 
tt  Britain,  from  the  23d  day  of  June,  1791,  to  the  24th 
of  June,  1792. 

*  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that, 
ds  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  His  Majefty,  an  ad- 

il  duty  of  two  {hillings  and  e^ghtpence  for  every  Iron- 
weight,  containing  one  hundred  and  twelve  pounds,  be 
upon  all  fugars  imported  into  Great  Britain,  and  fo  in 
•oport'ion  for  any  greater  or  lefs  quantity. 

u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that* 
I  drawback  of  the  whole  of  the*  faid  duty  be  allowed  in  the 
Ctyortation  of  unrefined  fugar  from  the  kingdom  sts  mer- 
thandtfe 

I  u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that^ 
it  additional  bounty  of  five  ihillings  and  four  pence  be  aU 
lowed  for  every  hundred  weight  of  fugar  refined  in  the  loaf 
iod  whole,  exported  from  this  kingdom  as  roerchandife. 

*  Refolved,  .That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee 

I  Art  a  bounty  of  two  (hillings  and  eight  pence  be  allowed  for 
terry  hundred  weight  of  refined  fugar  called  baftard*,  and 
mad  or  powdered  fugar,  and  refined  loaf  fugar  broken  in 

-piece*, 
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.pieces,  and  all  fugar  called  candy,  exported  from  this  king- 
dom as  merchandise. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  thai 
an  additional  duty  of  eight  pence  be  charged  upon  every  gal 
Ion  of  rum,  or  fpirits  of  the  growth,  produce*  orjmanufae 
tureof  the  BritWh  fugar  plantations  in  America,  which,  01 
the  1 6th  day  of  December  1790,  (hall  be  in  any  warehoufe 
in  which  the  fame  (hajl  have  been  put,  fubjed,  and  accord 
ing  to  the  rules*  regulations,  reftriftions,  and  provifion*  con 
'  tained  and  provided  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  made  in  the  1  $tl 

year  of  the  resign  of  His  late  Majefty  King  George  II.  cant 
cerning  th$  landing  of  rum  Or  fpirits  of  the  liritifti  fugai 
plantations,  before  payment  of  the  duties  of  excife  and  lodg 
ing  tb*  fame  in  wareboufes,  and  which,  fliall,  on  or  afire 
the  faid  16th  day  of  December,  be  delivered  out  of  fuel 
warehoufe  or wajrehoufe*,  jefpsfliyely  for  hcrae  gouXump 
lion. 

«'  Refolved)  That  it  1%  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  tha 
an  additional  duty  of  one  (lulling  and  four  pence  be  charge* 
upon  every  gallon  of  rum  or  fpir<ts,  of  the  growth,  prod  no 
or  manufaduie  of  the  Britifli  fugar  plantations  in  America 
above  proof,  which  on  the  faid  16th  day  of  December  thai 
be  in  any  fuch  warehqufe,  and  which  fliall  on  or  after  tbi 
faid  16th  day  of  December,  be  delivered  out  of  foch  w^re 
boufe  for  home  con fumpt ion. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  tha 
an  additional  duty  often  (hillings  be  charged  for  and  upoi 
each  licenfe  vhich  (hall  he  granted  to  any  diftiller  or  dillil 
lers,  or  maker  or  makers  of  fpirits  in  that  part  of  Great  Bri 
tain  called  England,  for  exportation  from  thence  to  tha 
part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland,  under  or  by  virtue  0 
an  a£t  made  in  the  28th  year  of  His  prcfent  Majefty,  for  ever] 
gallon,  Englifh  wine-meafnre,  of  the  cubical  content  o 
each,  and  every  dill,  including  the  head,  which  lhall  b 
11  fed  or  deftreyed  by  fuch  diftiller  or  diftillers,  or  maker  o 
makers  of  fpirits  for  making  low  wines  or  fpirits  from  com 
grain,  malt,  tilts,  cyder,  or  perry,  or  other  wafh  or  liquoi 
made  or  brewed  from  any  fort  of  £riti(h  materials*  or  an; 
mixture  therewith  for  exportation  from  thence  to  that  pat 
of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland, 

"  Refolved,  That  an  additional  duty  of  fix  teen  (hilling 
and  eight  pence  be  charged  for  and  upon  each  licenfe  whicl 
fliall  be  granted  to  any  diftiller  or  diftillers,  or  maker  o 
makers  of  fpirits,  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  Eng 
land,  for  exportation  from  thence,  to  that  pait  of  Grra 
Britain  called  Scotland,  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  faid  AQ 
for  every  gallon  Englifli  wine  meafure  of  the  cubical  con 
tent  of  each  and  every  dill  for  making  low  wines  or  fpirit 
—  froc 


j  fnm  molafles,  fugar,  or  any  mixture  therewith,  for  fuch 

ciportation  as  aforefaid. 

f     u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 

I  m  additional  duty  of  one  pound  be  charged  for  and  upon 

*  foch  licenfe  for  making  low  wine's  or  fpirits  from  foreign  re- 

Ma!  wine,  or  foreign  cyder,  or  wafli  prepare d  from  foreign 

materials  (except  molafles  and  fugar,  or  any  mixture  there* 

with)  for  fnch  exportation  as  aforefaid* 

u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
is  additional  duty  of  fivepence  halfpenny  be  laid  upon  every 
gallon,  Engl i(h  wine-meafure,  of  fpirits,  of  a  ftrength  not 
exceeding  that  of  one  to  ten  over  hydrometer  proof,  which 
feJI  be  made  or  manufactured  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain 
ailed  Scotland,  and  imported  and  brought  from  thence  into 
tbt  parr  of  Great  Britain  called  England. 

*  Refolved,  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
n additional  duty,  in  proportion  to  the  furplus  ftrength,  be 
bid  upon  every  gallon  fo  manufactured  in  Scotland,  and 
imported  into  England,  of  a  greater  ftrength  than  that  of 
coe  to  ten  over  the  hydrometer  proof,  and  not  exceeding 
three  per  cent*  over  and  above  one  to  ten  over  hydrome- 
ter proof.  ' 

*  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
an  additional  duty  of  one  penny  be  hid  upon  every  gallon  of 
fermented  wort  or  waft,  which  (hall  be  brewed  or  made  in 
that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  England,  for  extracting 
fprirs  for  home  confumption  from  any  malt,  corn,  grain,  or 
tilts,  or  any  mixture  with  the  fame. 

u  Refolved,  1  hat  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
an  additional  duty  of  one  penny  be  laid  upon  every  gallon  of 
cyder,  or  perry,  or  any  other  wafti  or  liquor,  brewed  or 
made  in  England,  from  Britifh  materials  (except  fuch  as  art* 
Wbre-mentiohed),  or  from  any  mixture  therewith,  for  ex- 
trading  fpirits  for  home  confumption. 

tt  Rtfolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that 
an  additional  duty  of  one  penny  halfpenny  be  laid  upon 
every  gallon  of  fermented  wort  or  wafh,  brewed  or  made  in 
England  from  molafle«,  of  fuga-,  or  any  mixture  therewith, 
for  extracting  fpirits  for  home  confumption. 

u  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee, 
that  an  additional  duty  of  twopence  be  laid  on  each  gallon 
fetwed  or  made  from  foreign  refufed  wine,  or  foreign  cyder, 
orwafli,  prepared  from  foreign  materials,  except  molafles 
arrifcgar,  for  extracting  fpirits  as  aforefaid. 

*  Refohed,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that 
an  additional  duty,  at  and  after  the  rate  of  two  Shillings  and 
*ghtpence  three  farthings,  be  laid  on  every  96  gallons  of 
waib,  which  Gedge  l&ftiop,    of  Maidftone,  (hall  produce 

from 
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from  a  weight  off  malt  or  otjiejr  ^orrr,  including  the  bra 
thereof,  and  not  exceeding  U2lb. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  ths 
an  additional  duty  of  tenpence  be  laid  upon  every  gallon  « 
{ingle  brandy  which  (hall  be  imported  into  Great  Britain. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  tha 
an  additional  duty  of  one  (hilling  and  eightpence  be  laid  upoi 
every  gallon,  of  brandy  above  proof,  which  fliaU  be  import? 
into  Great  Britain- 

<c  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  tha 
an  additional  duly  of  eightpence  be  laid  upon  every  gaUoi 
pf  rurp,  fpirits,  or  aqua  vitae,  of  the  produce  of  the  Sritift 
colonies  or  plantations,  which  fliall  be  imported  from  b* 
yond  the  leas  into  Great  Britain. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committer 
that,  an  additional  duty  of  one  (hilling  and  fourpence  be  laid 
upon  every  gallon  of  rum,  (pirits,  oraqua  vitse,  above  prpofi 
of  the  produce  of  the  Britifh  colonies  or  plantations,  whicb 
$iall  be  imported  from  beyond  the  leas  into  Great  Britain  a* 
mercbandiie. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee, 
that  an  additional  duty  of  tenpence  be  laid  upon  every  gallpq 
of  (ingle  fpirits,  or  aqua  vitas,  (other  than  fuch  brandy,  rum, 
fpirits,  or  aqua  vitae  aforefaid)  which  (hall  be  imported  from 
beyond  thefeas  into  Great  Britain* 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee, 
that  an  additional  duty  of  one  (hilling  and  eightpence  be  laid 
upon  every  gallon  of  fpirits,  or  aqua  vitae,  (other  than  fuch 
brandy,  rum*  fpirits,  or  aqua  vitae  as  aforefaid)  above  proof, 
which  (hall  be  imported  from  beyond  the  (eas  into  Great 
Britain* 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that, 
towards  railing  {he  fupply  granted  to  His  Majefty,  an  addi- 
tional duty  of  threepence  for  every  bufliel  be  charged  upon  all 
malt  made,  and  which  (hall  be  made,  in  that  part  of  Great 
Britain  called  England,  Wales,  and  the  town  of  Berwick 
upon  Tweed ;  and  an  additional  duty  of  one  penny  halfpenny 
for  every  bulhel  be  charged  upon  all  malt  made,  and  which 
fhali  be  made,  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland, 
and  Co  in  proportion  for  any  greater  or  lefs  quantity. 

*  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committed 
that,  towards  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  rfis  Majefty,  an 
additional  duty  of  one  penny  halfpenny  per  bufliel  be  charged 
upon  all  malt  which  (hall  be  brought  from  Scotland  into 
England,  Wales,  or  the  town  of  Berwick  upon  Tweed,  and 
fo  in  proportion  for  any  greater  or  lefs  quantity. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committer 
that  the  feveral  allowances  hereafter  mentioned;  be  taafa 

upon 


upon  all  beer  or  ale  brewed  for  fale,  over  and  above  all  other 
allowances  given  by  law  :  that  is  to  fay — Eightpence  upon 
every  barrel  of  beer  or  ale  above  (ix  (hillings  the  barrel,  not 
being  beer  or  ale  commonly  called  table  beer,  exclufive  of 
the  duties  of  excife,  brewed  by  the  common  brewer,  or  any. 
other  perfon  or  perfons,  who  doth  or  (hall  fell,  or  tap  out 
beer  or  ale,  publicly  or  privately,  wirhin  the  cities  of  Lon- 
don or  IVeAmmfter,  and  the  weekly  bills  of  mortality,  and 
returned  by  the  ganger.  Tenpcnce  upon  every  barrel  of 
beer  or  ale  above  fix  (Ti tilings  the  barrel,  not  being  beer  or 
ale  commonly  table  beer,  exclufive  of  the  duties  cf  excife, 
brewed  by  the  common  brewer,  or  any  other  peifon  or  per- 
fcos  who  doth  or  (hall  fell  or  tap  out  beer  or  air:,  publicly  or 
privately,  in  England,  Wales,  and  the  town  of  Berwick 
opon  Tweed,  n't  being  within  the  faid  cities  of  Londcn  or 
w'eftrninfter,  nor  within  the  weekly  bills  of  mortality,  and 
returned  by  the  gauger.  Twopence  upon  every  barrel*  of 
beer  or  ale,  of  fix  fhillings  the  barrel,  or  under,  brewed  by 
tie  common  brewer,  or  any  other  perfon  or  perfons  who  doth 
or  (hall  fell  or  tap  out  beer  or  ale,  publicly  or  privately, 
throughout  England,  Wales,  and  the  town  of  Berwick  upon 
Tweed,  and  returned  by  the  gauger.  Fivepence  upon  every 
banel  of  beer  or  ale,  above  fix  (hillings  the  barrel,  exclufive 
of  the  duties  of  excife,  brewed  by  the  common  brewer,  or 
any  other  perfon  or  perfens  who  doth  or  (hall  fell  or  tap  out 
brer  or  ale  publicly  or  privately,  within  that  part  of  Great 
Britain  cjlled  Scotland,  and  returned  by  the  gauger.  Two- 
pence upon  every  gallon  of  twopenny  ale,  mentioned  and 
described  in  the  feventh  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Uiflon, 
brewed  within  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland,  and 
returned  by  the  gauger ;  and  one  penny  upon  every  gallon  of 
fii  (hilling  beer  or  ale,  or  under,  brewed  by  the  common 
brewer,  or  any  other  perfon  or  perfons  who  doth  or  (hall  fell 
or  tap  out  beer  or  ale  publicly  or  privately,  within  that  part 
of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland,  and  returned  by  the  gauger; 
and  after  thofe  rates  for  any  greater  or  lefs  quantity,  the  faid 
allowances  to  be  paid  out  of  the  money  to  arife  by  the  addi- 
tional duti'-s  on  malt." 

"  Refolved,  That  upon  every  afleflment  to  be  made  after 
the  5^  of  April,  j  791,  for  a  year,  under  or  by  virtue  of 
any  aft  or  a£ls  of  Parliament  now  in  force,  for  or  in  refpeft 
of  the  feveral  rates  and  duties  under  the  management  of  the 
Commifiioners  for  the  affair  of  taxes,  (the  rate  or  duty  com- 
monly called  the  Iandt?x,  and  the  rate  or  duty  upon  inha-  . 
bited  houJes,  granted  Jbj  an  aft  of  the  24th  of  the~8th  of 
h*n  prefrnt  Majtfty  excepted)  then  (hall  bp  charged  an  addi- 
tional rate  or  duty,  after  the  rate  of  ten  pounds  per  centum 
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upon  the  grofs  amount  of  all  the  faid  former  rates  and  duties 
charged  by  fuch  afleflment,  except  as  aforefaid. 

iC  Refolved,  That  upon  every  afleflment  made,  or  to  be 
made,  for  the  year,  ending  the  5th  of  April,  1791,  the  fame 
additional  duty  be  charged,  to  be  commuted  for  the  half  year, 
ending  upon  the  5th  day  of  April,   1791. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee, 
that  upon  every  piece  of  vellum  or  parchment,  or  flieet  or 
piece  of  paper,  upon  which  any  certificate  iflued  to  any  per- 
fon  under  any  deputation  or  appointment  of  game-keeper, 
fhall  be  engrofled,  written,  or  printed,  there  (hall  be  charged 
an  additional  (lamp  duty  of  ten  (hillings  and  fix  pence. 

"  Refolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that 
upon  every  piece  of  vellum  or  parchment,  &c.  iflued  to  any 
perfon  who  (hM  ufe  any  dog,  gun,  net,  or  other  engine,  for 
the  taking  or  deftrudtion  of  game,  (not  ading  as  a  game* 
keeper  under,  or  by  virtue  of  a  deputation  or  appointment 
duly  regiftered)  fhall  beengrofled,  written,  or  printed,  there 
{hall  be  charged  an  additional  (lamp  duty  of  one  pound  one 
(hilling. 

The  Houfe  being  refumed,  immediately  adjourned. 

Thurfday)   16th  December* 

Mr#  Mr.  Adam  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  as  this 

Adam,     day  would  be  the  laft  on  which  Captain  Macbride  could  give 

his  recognizance,  and  as  he  was  at  fea  in  the  fervice  of  his 

country,  and  could  not,  therefore,  comply  with  the  ad  of 

Parliament,  he  addrefled  himfelf  to  the  Houfe  for  a  remedy. 

Two  had  fuggefted  themfelves  to  his  mind  ;  the  giving  thirty 

.   days  time,  counting  not  by  adtual  days,  but  by  fitting  days; 

or  a  new  bill  to  meet  the  cafe.     Mr.  Adam confeffed,  that  he 

underftood  it  was  the  pfa£tice  of  the  Houfe  uniformly  to 

count  by  aSualand  not  by  fitting  days,  but  the  reafon  ot  the 

thing  required  a  different  mode  of  computation. 

The  1  hfc  Speaker  obferved,  that  the  Houfe  always  computed 

Speaker,  by  a&ual  days,  and  it  was  highly  neceflary  to  adhere*  to  the 

rule,  as  many  a£ls  of  Parliament  enadted  that  Juftices  and 

country  Magi  ft  rates  ftiould,  after  fuch  a  given  number  of 

rfayy,  do  fo  and  Co,  and  it  could  not  be  expeded  that  fuch  a 

description  of  perfons,   at   a  diftance  from  London,  could 

know  what  were  the  fitting  days' of  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

It  was,  at  length,  agreed  that  Mr.  Adam  (hould  move  for 

leave  to  bring  in  a  (hort  bill,  adapted  to  the  peculiar  circum- 

•ftances  of  the  cafe. 

Mr.  Hobart  being  at  the  bar,  and  holding  up  the  Report 
cf  the  Refolutions  come  to  in  the  Contmittee  of  Ways  and 
Jdean*  the  preceding  day, 

The 
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The  Speaker  put  the  queftion,  "  That  this  Report  be  now 
w  brought  up." 

Mr.  Baker  rifing,  contended  that  the  principle  on  which  Mr. 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  propofed  to  raife  the  mo-  Baker. 
Dey  to  pay  off  the  expences  incurred  by  the  late  armament, 
was  particularly  objectionable.  It  feemed  contrary  to  the 
eftablifhed  parliamentary  ufage,  for  the  Minifterto  call  upon 
that  Houfe  to  pay  the  whole  of  any  debt  which  the  exigen- 
cies of  national  affairs  had  rendered  neceffary ;  it  had  hitherto 
been  deemed  fufficient  to  cxpedfc  them  to  provide  for  the  in- 
tereft.  With  regard  to  the  560,000!.  which  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  declared  it  to  be  his  intention  to  take 
oat  of  the  fums  remaining  in  the  Bank  of  England,  as  money 
iffoed  to  pay  the  dividends,  but  which  had  never  been  claim- 
ed, the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not  a  right  to  touch 
a  lb  ill  ing  of  it.  When  money,  once  iffued  from  the  Exche- 
quer, was  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  Bank  far  fpecific  pur- 
pofes,  that  money  ought  to  remain  there,  until  thofe  fpecific 
porpoies  were  anfwered ;  the  money  was  the  property  of  the 
public  creditor,  and  we  had  no  m  )re  rightx  to  meddle  with 
the  intereft  of  the  public  debt  than  the  principal.  It  would 
be  juft  as  warrantable  to  feize  upon  that  at  once,  and  yet  no 
man  would  venture  to  do  fuch  a  violence  to  national  good 
faith.  There  was  but  one  w.iy,  in  his  opinion,  by  which  the 
Public  might  avail  theenfeh-esof  the  amount  of  the  unclaimed 
dividends,  with  any  appearance  of  fairnefs ;  and  that  would 
be,  to  puhliOi  every  quarter,  or  oftener,  if  thought  advife- 
able,  hits  of  the  names  of  thole  entitled  to  dividends,  toge- 
ther with  the  fums  to  which  they  were  feverally  entitled ;  to 
infer!  fuch  lifts  In  the  Gazette,  and  make  them  as  public  as 
pcffihle,  adding  a  declaration,  that  if  the  per  Tons  entitled  to 
dividends  did  not  come  in  and  claim  their  money  by  a  cer- 
tain drfiant  day,  in  that  cafe  the  money  would  be  carried  back 
to  the  Exchequer  for  the  public  ufe,  taking  care,  at  the  fame 
lime,  to  make  an  adequate  fund  refponfihle  for  its  being  forth- 
coming when  cla'imed.  That  plan  of  proceeding  would  be 
iufinirely  more  fair  than  the  mode  which  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  declared  he  was  about  to  purfue,  fince  he  cer- 
tainly had  not  a  right  to  touch  a  fhilling  of  it  in  the  way  he 
meant  to  proceed.  Mr,  Baker  did  not  like  appealing  to  the 
Sank  Directors  in  fuch  a  cik^  and  adding  on  their  filent  ac- 
quieftence-  The  Proprietors  ought  to  have  been  confulted. 
With  regard  to  the  detail  of  taxes  which  made  up  the  budget, 
there  was  One  of  them  which  he  thought  highly  objefUonable, 
and  that  was  malt*  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
kid,  malt  was  a  common  object  of  taxation.  He  was  forry 
to  find  it  had  been  made  fo  of  late  years;  formerly*  it  was 
cooildered  as  that  fpeciei  of  taxation  which  was  the  conftant 

T  %  object 
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objefl  of  parliamentary  jealoufy,  and  thence  it  was,  that  till 
of  very  late  years  malt  was  the  only  annual  tax  befides  the 
land  tax.     Of  late,  however,  we  had  broken  through  the 
rule,  and  there  were  two  other  malt  tax  bills.     Mr.  fiaker 
pointed  out  the  bad  confluences  of  taxing  an  article  fo  high 
which  was  fo  much  a  neceffary  of  life,  and  efpecially  to  the 
poor  and  labouiing  order  oFthe  people.     He  wiftied  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  omitted  the  article  of  malt,   and 
laid  what  he  menc  to  raife  on  it,  on  fpirits  i  fince  it  would 
deprive  the  honeft  hard  working  people  of  their  wholeforoe 
beverage  and  drive  them  to   other  liquors,  moft  probably, 
to  fpiiits,  which  were  fo  pernicious  and  detrimental  to    the 
human  conftitution.     The  health  of  the  poorer  fort  ought 
to  be  rnoft  particularly  the  objedls  of  the  attention  of  that 
Houfe,  as  they  were  ftill  more  valuable  than  revenue.      Mr. 
Baker  next  reverted  to  the  principle  of  the  whole  budget, 
'  and  faid,  although  he  admitted,  that  there  was  magnanimity 
in  the  idea  of  paying  off  a  capital  of  three  millions  and  more, 
before  the  right,  honourable  gentleman   had  come-forward 
with  any  fuch  propofition,  he  ought  to  have  laid  a  flate  of 
the  national  receipt  and  expenditure  befofc  the  Houfe,   and 
let  them  fee  how  far  their  fituation  would  warrant  fuch   an 
enterprise.     Mr. 'Baker   was   aware   that   flocks   had  rifen 
lately,  and  that  (he  (late  t>f  the  funds  wore  a  flattering  ap- 
pearance; but,  the  reaibn  was, ^there  were  two  millions  of 
unfunded  navy  debt  floating,  and  while  that   remained,   the 
funds  would   naturally  rife,  but,  when  the  navy  dept  came 
"to   be  funded,    the  delufion  would  break,    and   the  ftocks 
would  fink. 
r.Dun-      fyjr^  £)Nncornbe  commended   the  plan  of  paying   off  the 
whole  of  theexpences  of  tlie  late  armament  in  four  years  as  ^ 
a  fpirited  undertaking,  and  obferved    that   by  fo  doing  the 
right  honourable  gentleman   had  realized  what  others  had 
often  ridiculed  as  a   vifionary  and   impra&ical   fpeculation. 
"With  regard  to  the  500,0001.   of  the  unclaimed  dividends 
remaining  in  the  bank,  notwithftanding  the  objections  of  two 
"honourable  direflors,  he  approved  of  the  defign,  and  thought 
it  by  no  means  alarming,  becaufe  if  fo  good  and  unanfwer- 
able  a  fecurity  as  the  confolidated  fund  was  given  to  "the  pub- 
lic creditor,  he  faw  no  fubftantial  ground  of  complaint.    Pub- 
lic credit    certainly,  was  a  matter  of  infinite  nicety  ;  he  re- 
membered a  great  ftatefman  had  once  well  faid,  public  credit 
was  like  the  fenfitve  plant ;  to  deftroy  it,  you  need  not  crop 
it ;  becaufe  approach  it  and  it  dies.     One  of  the  intended 
taxes,  (Mr.  Duncombe  faid)   he   muft  obje£t  to   as  rather 
impolitic,  and  that  was  the  tax  on  malt ;  barley  already  paid 
fo  much  to  the  revenue,  that,  it  could  not  well  bear  more. 
To  overload  it  with  duty,  would  be  to  check  its  cultivation, 

and 
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^materially  affedl  the  agriculture  of  the  kingdom.  Mr. 
ncombe  referred  to  the  report  made  lafl  year  by  the  Corn- 
tec  on  corn,  which  he  faid  he  had  read  with  great  ple^fure, 

t  J  as  every  gentleman,  he  had  no  doubt,  had  it  in  his  pof- 
ion,  he  referred  the  Houfe  to  the  feufible  obfervations  on 

i  -Sate  of  our  exports  and  imports  of  corn,  which  were  to 
met  with  in  that  report.  It  was  there  dated, '  that  fix 
:s  ago  our  export  of  corn  annually  amounted  to  6oool.  a 
r,  and  we  were  in  a  fair  way  to  become  the  granary  of 
T>pe,  which  would  have  been  a  moil  defirable  circum- 
\ct;  whereas  lately  our  imports  of  corn  amounted  to 

St  iily  half  that  quantity;  it  was  evident,  therefore,  that  the 
»:s  deferved  every  poffihle  encouragement,  inftead  of 
g  cpprefled  and  harrafled  with  an  increafe  of  taxes  on  the 
11  ttay  raifed. 
'   }fr  William  Afiktr%  obferved  that  he  highly  approved  of  sir  Wm. 
I*  right    honourable    the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Milner. 
I   1  of  paying  off  the  whole  of  the  expences  incurred  by  the 
Ue armament  in  four  years,  and  not  leaving  it  to  futurity  to 
*T  3ny  P?T*  of  the  charges.    He  fhould  not  like  to  leave  his 
f    iren  in  debt,  and  therefore  he  would  give  his  hearty  fup- 
II  to  ti^e  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  although 
rtail  o^pofed  hi«  convention,  and  divided  with  the  mino- 
ij  ?g2inft  it ;  hut  the  intended  tax  on  malt  he  disapproved; 
fcwould  not  only  diftrefs  the  poorer  order  of  the  people,  but 
jt  «rcu!d  affett  their  morals  and  injure  their  families.     At 
Ker*;t,  many  of  them   brewed  their  own   beer,  and  after 
feir  d.y's  labour  comforted  themfelves   with  fome  0fth.1t 
irhci-fomt:  beverage  at  night.    ,Thefe  men  would,  many  of 
ka^,  he  now  driven  to  the  alehoufe,  where  even  if  they  drank 
jwo-penny  worth  of  ale,  theexpence  would  prove  too  great; 
mt,  in  all  probability,  they  would  drink  a  (hilling's  worth, 
puimore,  and  at  once  get  intoxicated,  while  their  families 
fan  ted  nectflaries  at  home.     Sir  William  having,  towards 
Jfc  conclusion  of  his  fpeech,  adverted  to  the  late  Parliament, 
pd  declaring  that  he  had  be^n   unreprefented  for  eighteen 
fcor.ths,  hut  that  at  laft  that  Parliament  became  afhamed  of 
ptir  proceedings. 

I  He  was  called  to  order  from  thechrir,  the  Speaker  in- 
J)nming  him  that  it  wa<  not  orderly  to  fay  that  any  Parlia- 
ment was  afhamed  of  its  proceedings. 

\  Mr.  Fex  obferved,  that  he  did  not  recolleft  any  rule  of  |^r#  p^x. 
jfder  which  precifely  defined  what  fort  of  abufe  of  a  former 
hrliamrnt  might  or  might  not  be  made.  He  had  heard 
^rious  Parliaments  abufed  in  that  Houfe.  The  Parliament 
if  1741,  (perhaps  the  beft  Parliament  in  this  century)  he 
W  heard  abufed.  He  had  heard  the  long  Parliament  in 
Qurles  the  fecond's  time  abufed,  and  to  be  fure  with  much 

better 

- 


i4i  PARLIAMENTARY 

better  reafon ;  but  he  did  not  know  that  there  was  anj 
of  order  upon  the  point. 

The  The  Speaker  anfwcred,  that  it  always  gave  him  p 

Speaker,  interrupt  any  honourable  gentleman,  but  he  had  thoi 
his  duty  to  proceed  to  fuch  a  length  in  the  prefent  inl 
as  he  conceived  that  no  member  could  with  due  refp 
order,  fay  that  any  Parliament  was  afliamed  ofitspr 
ings,  unlefs  by  Come  refolution  or  ad  of  its  own,  it  h 
dared  as  much. 

-Mr.  Mr.  Bernard  argued  in  defence  of  the  propofal 

Bernard.  Minifter,  to  take  500,0001.  of  the  unclaimed  div 
from  the  Bank,  making  the  confolidated  fund  refponG 
the  public  creditor;  and  he  contended  that  no  point  coi 
more  clear,  than  that  the  money  depofited  by  the  puf 
the  bank  to  pay  the  dividends,  was  the  property  of  th< 
lie  till  claimed  by  the  public  creditor,  and  that  the 
might  avail  itfelf  of  it,  when  it  thought  proper.  1 
plauded  the  plan  adopted  fome  years  fmce,  of  taking  th< 
lie  money  out  of  the  hands  of  the  public  accountant" 
fub-accountants,  (where  it  had  long  lain  ufelefs)  and  d< 
ing  it  in  the  Bank.  Some  mean*,  however,  might,  ii 
wcafe,  have  been  purfued  to  enable  the  public  to  avail 
felves  of  it,  inftead  of  fuffering  the  money  to  remain 
unproductive  of  profit  to  the  public,  though,  doubtlel 
Bank  directors  made  advantage  of  it  on  the  accoun 
behalf  of  the  proprietary.  Mr.  Bernard  obferved,  that 
ever  taxes  were  impofed,  men  of  a  certain  defcription, 
ated  by  local  confiderations  and  an  attention  to  their  < 
tuents'  intereft,  made  objedHons,  and  by  throwing  diffii 
in  the  way,  embarrafled  government ;  and  did  not  lc 
the  objects  impartially  and  with  a  due  regard  to  the  g 
advantage  of  the  kingdom  at  large. 

M  .  Mr    Jfuffeyexpreft.  his  apprehenfions,  left  the  plan  oi 

Buffc/.  ing  the500,oocl.  of  the  unclaimed  dividends  might 
ftab  to  public  credit.  However  ably  it  might  be  defi 
by  argument  in  that  Houfe,  the  public  creditor  woul< 
underftand  what  was  meant,  and  would  take  an  alarm 
that  cafe  ten  times  more  mifchief  would  be  done  than 
becompenfated  by  the  amount  and  application  of  the, 
taken.  Mr.  Huffey  referred  to  the  Life  Annuity  Afl 
claufeof  which  he  had  read  the  preceding  day,  and  dec 
that  as  it  was  enafted  that  the  money  fhould  .be  iffued 
the  Exchequer,  and  lodged  in  the  Bank,  he  could  not 
thinking  that  the  public  creditor  confidered  that  as  an 
pnal  fecurity.  The  Exchequer,  he  believed,  was  nc 
good  as  the  Bank,  but  there  had  been  times  when  the 
had  been  otherwife.  Indeed,  there  was  fomething  folu 
fubftantial  in  the  Bank  of  England  which  infpired  every  pi 


:  creditor  witn  2  perfect  confidence  triat  his  money  was  iare 
}  their  hands.  Mr.  Hufley  cquld  not  bring  himfelf  to  ap- 
vethe  idea  of  taking  any  part  of  the  unclaimed  dividends. 
=  was  one  way  in  which  he  thought  the  right  honourable 
rn  might  avail  the  public,  and  that  was  when 
ol.  Exchequer  bills  were  iflued;  he  faw  no  reafon 
[  the  public  fhould  not  have  the  profit.  At  prefent  the 
[  had  it ;  this  would  afmount  to]20,oool.  a  year,  and 
next  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  a  loan  to 
be  thought  he  might  fairly  make  the  advantage  given 
!  Bank  a  confideration  in  his  bargin,  fince  the  Bank 
I  juid  liberally  for  the  buflnefs  it  did  for  the  public,  though 
*  Jy  neither  fo  largely  nor  fo  laviflily  as  formerly.  Mr. 
'  declared,  he  was  himfelf  a  proprietor  of  the  Bank, 
;did  not  wifh  to  take  20,oool.  a  year  out  of  the 
:  of  the  public  and  put  it  into  the  purfe  of  the  Bank 
fiors. 
Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  with  regard  to  the  Mr.  PitL. 
:L  of  unclaimed  dividends,  as  it  was  in  no  fhape  be- 
^Houfe,  being  no  part  of  the  refolutions  contained  in 
and  as  it  had  already  been  agreed  that  a  feparate 
[fhould  be  taken  for  its  difcuflion,  it  was  very  much  his 
I  that  no  mention  fhould  be  made  of  it  that  day,  fince  it  # 
n  matter  of  great  and  ferious  importance ;  ancL  therefire, 
did  not  but  be  defirous  that  gentlemen  ihoxEft  have  an 
arttmity  of  confidering  it  very  maturely  before  they  came 
"  rfs  it  in  the  Houfe. 

IT  Fox  begged  leave  to  a(k  whether  the  right  honourable  Mr.  Fox. 
-^an  meant  to  poftpone  the  confideration  of  his  pro- 
fction  refpe£Ung  the  500,000!.  unclaimed  dividends  till 
'  Chriftmas  ? 

Chancellor  P/V/obfervfd,  that  an  honourable  mem- Mr*  Pitt. 
'who had  lately  fpoken  (Mr.  Hufley)  had  done  him  the 
toalk  him  when  he  intended  to  bring  on  the  difcuf- 
the  propofal  refpe&ing  the  500,0001.  unclaimed  divi- 
de when  he  had  told  him  not  before  the  holidays.    Hav- 
|  intimated  as  much  in  private,  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid, 
phad  no  obje#ion  to  make  the  fame  declaration  in  public. 

Ptwjs  deli  red  to  difclaim  the  being  included  among     Mr. 
t  particular  defcript ion  of  members  hinted  by  an  honour-    Powy*. 
-  gentleman   who  had  lately  fpoken,  and  who  had  def- 
1  thtm  as  menaffefted  and  aftuated  folely  by  local  con- 
ations.    He  confidered  himfelf  when  fpeaking  in  that 
afr,  not  as  a  man  fent  there  to  look  after  the  interefls  of 
!  particular  county,  or  fet  of  meo,  but  as  one  of  the  repre- 
ntatives  of  the  people  of  England  fent  to  Parliament  to 
•sh  ever  the  proceedings  of  Government  and  do  his  en- 
Df  10  prevent  any  meafure  from  pailing  which  appeared 

likely 
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likely  to  be  a  detriment  to  the  general  intereft  of  the  kii 
dom.  Feeling  in  that  manner,  he  muft  difapprbve  of  1 
intended  additional  tax  on  matt,  and  as  he  could  not  I 
early  colleft  the  fenfe  of  gentlemen  refpedting  it,  when  tfi 
had  the  report  before  them,  he  fhodd  objedl  to  the  refo 
tions  relative  to  the  new  duty. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  he  did  not  underftand  tl 
there  was  any  intention  to  obje&  to  the  report.  bS 
brought  up,  and  the  re folu tions  read  a  fecond  time; 
hoped,  therefore,  no  gentleman  would  then  divide  I 
Houfe 
Mr.  Mr.  Powys  obfefved,  that  if  it  were  the  general  wifli 

Powyi./  the  Houfe,  he  would  not  infift  on  going  into  his  obje&iaj 
but  he  ihould  have  thought  that  the  proper  time,  fid 
reading  the  refolutions  a  fecond  time  was  one  ftage  of  j 
bufinefs,  and  what  was  thought  a  bad  tax  could  not  be  < 
pofed  too  early. 

Mr.  Fox.  _  Mr.  Fox  knew  of  no  parliamentary  rule  that  obliged  ai 
gentleman,  whether  he  meant  to  oppofe  or  bring  forward 
motion,  to  give  previous  notice  of  .his  intention;  but  wjj 
regard  to  a  new  tax  it  was  impoffible,  becaufe  the  right  h 
nourable  gentleman,  as  well  as  every  other  Minifter  befb 
•  •  him,  not  only  did  not  divulge  what  taxes  he  meant  to  mo? 
but^for  odious  reafons,  took  pltfns  rather  to  conceal  tW 
*     to  the  laft  moment ;  and  in  the  prefent  cafe,  he  believed  i 

,  man  in  that  Houfe,  when  he  came  down  to  it  the  precedij 

day,  thofe  immediately  about  the  right  honourable  gend 
man  excepted,  knew  what  any  one  of  his  intended  ta» 
was  to  be. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  he  had  not  obje6h 
to  going  into  the  difcuflion,  and  taking  the  fenfe  of  tl 
Houfe.  He  was  willing  fo  to  do ;  indeed,  if  any  gentlenM 
cHofe  to  combat  any  one  of  the  refolutions,  he  had  it  not  f 
his  power  to  prevent  it. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  remarked,  that  it  was  very  kind  in  the  rig! 

Sheridan,  honourable  gentleman  to  fufFer  them  to  do  their  duty ;  bt 
if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  confidered  the  ma?tt 
rightly,  he  would  fee  that  proceeding  then  in  the  very  firl 
inftance  to  oppofe  the  intended  tax  on  malt  was  a<3iq 
handfomely  by  him,  becaufe  if  it  fhould  appear  that  man; 
gentlemen  were  againft  it,  the  fooner  it  was  known  tb 
more  time  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  have  t< 
look  for  and  provide  a  fubftitute  for  the  tax  on  malt.  Mi 
Sheridan  added,  that  there  was  always  fomething  alarminj 
and  fufpicious  in  the  rapidity  with  which  the  right  honoura 
ble  gentleman  endeavoured  to  hurry  his  tax  bills  through  tb< 
Houfe,  year  after  year;  he  ever  would  oppofe  that  rapidity 
and  in  the  prefent  cafe,  he  would  certainly  meet  it  with  to 
*  negative 


agative.  The  argument  refpeding  the  tax  lay  in  a  nut- 
ieil.  It  was  plain,  as  the  public  brewery  (thofe  who 
tared  for  fale)  were  not  to  be  affeded,  the  whole  weight 
ird  operation  of  the  intended  tax  would  fall  upon  the  pri- 
nt; brewery,  and  thereby  very  deeply  attack  and  diftrefs 
lie  poorer  order  of  the  people.  So  mueh  would  this  be 
fctr,  that  every  county  in  the  kingdom,  he  was  perfuaded, 
ere  time  allowed,  would  petition  the  Houfe,  and  inftsu& 
t^fir  reprefentatives  to  oppofe.  An  honourable  gentleman 
fpoke  early,  (Mr.  Duncombe)  by  the  latter  part  of  his 
fjmb,  feemed  to  think  that  the  lovers  of  beer  all  lived  in 
(orkfhire.  The  honourable  genWman  was  miftaken; 
of  them,  Mr.  Sheridan  laid,  were  to  be  found  at 
rd,  and  he  believed  they  were  diftributed  with  tolera- 
equality  throughout  the  country.  He  fhould  therefore 
nk  it  is  duty  to  oppofe  the  refolution. 
The  report  was  brought  up,  and  the  refolutions  were  read 
ft  time  and  agreed  to ;  they  were  then  read  a  fecond 
and  a  queftion  put  upon  each  feverally.  When 
r.  Hatfell  came  to  the  refolution,  Aating  the  new  malt 

Mr.  Powys  objected  again  ft  it,  and  defired  to  know  whe-     Mr. 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt   meant    to  propofe  his  bill  to    Powys, 
JUie  longer  in  force  tlum  one  year? 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered  moft  certainly.     He  agreed  Mr.  Pitt, 
tbt  it  would  be  defireable  that  the  additional  tax  on  malt 
fctutd  ceafe,  as  foon  as  its  expe&ed  produce  could  be  fpared, 
and  therefore  he  meant  that  it  fhould  ceafe  as  foon  as  8o,oool. 
ct  Exchequer  bills  fhould  be  paid  off,  which  he  computed 
toold  take  place  in  about  two  years. 

Mr.  Powys  contended,  that  in  fuch  a  cafe  the  right  ho-      Mr. 
noorable  gentleman  would  break  through  the  eftablifhed  par-    Powys. 
lifflnentary  ufage,  the  malt  tax  being  always  a  tax  voted  an- 
nually. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honour-  Mr.  Pitt, 
able  gentleman,   that,  exclufive  of  the  cuftomary   annual 
sj*lt-tax  bill,  there  had  exifted  for  feveral  years  two  per- 
Ptanent  malt-tax  ads.    In  the  prefent  cafe  it  was  intended, 
f  that  the  new  tax  fhould  ceafe  as  early  as  it  poffibly  could  be 
fared,  and  as  the  whole  extent  of  its  operation  and  effe£t 
*oold  amount  to  no  more  than  adding  one  farthing'  per  gal-  • 
^n  additional  txpence  of  the  beft  beer  that  was  ufually 
S  toewed,  and  one  third  of  a  farthing  on  what  was  drank  as 
table  beer,  he  could  not  conceive  that  there  was  any  ground 
whatever  for  any  apprehenfion  of  diftrefs  to  the  poor  and 
ktd  working  order  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  taxes  in  general  operated  fuccefs-  j^r#  j9t,  ■ 
«%  or  otberwrfe,  in  proportion  as  their  colle£ion  was 
vol.  XX  VIII.  U  managed. 
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managed.  The  worfe  a  tax*  therefore)  tamed  ,outy  aj 
trie  more  unprodudtive  it  proved,  the  longer  it  mud  neci 
farily  be  continued ;  that  matter,  therefore,  was  wort) 
confideratioru  He  admitted,  that  his  remark  did  not  apg 
immediately  to  the  intended  addition  to  the  malt  tax,  9 
in  an  equal  degree  to  any  tax  which  had  been  tried  an4 1 
certained,  as  it  did  to  new  taxes,  and  taxes  merely  ipeq 
lative  and  of  experiment ;  but  it  was  particularly  defer?!) 
attention,  when  taxes  were  defired  to  be  voted  for  a  temfjj 
rary  exiftence  only. 

Mr,  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  contended,  that  if,  contrary  to  ; 
reafonable  expectation,  thfc  new  tax  on  malt  ihould  mil  fhd 
of  the  produce  it  was  taken  at,  in  the  full  proportion; 
one  half,  which  was  a  moil  enormous  allowance,  it  needJ 
continued  only  for  the  fhort  period  of  fix  .weeks  beyond q 
two  years,  before  it  "would  have  made  good  the  deficiency 
and  much  as  it  was  to  be  lamented,  that  it  would  for  a  tlu 
afFe£  the  private  brewery,  and  inconvenience  poor  farnift 
it  v*as  always  to  be  recolle&ed  that  the  inconvenience  woi 
be  trivial,  and  the  duration  temporary  and  fhort,  fince  q 
whole  difference  of  expence  of  thofe  who  brewed  for  tfw( 
felves,  would  be  after  the  rate  of  one  farthing  per  gallon  4 
the  heft  beer  brewed,  and  one  third  of  a  farthing .  per  gall^ 
,  on  the  common  fmall  beer.  2 

Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  remarked,  that  howfoever  trivial  the  intent 

Sheridan,  ed  addition  might  prove,  it  muft  always  be*  granted  that- 
number  of  trifling  augmentations  aggregately  fwelled  to! 
grofs  increafe  and  an  intolerable  oppreflion.  They  had  goi 
,  fo  far  already,  that  another  fmall  matter  of  addition  wow 
turn  the  fcale,  and  therefore  the  attempt  to  make  any  add! 
tion  ought  to  be  refilled.  With  regard  to  the  duration  i 
the  zGty  he  repeated  his  aflertion  of  the  preceding  day,  d( 
right  honourable  gentleman  deceived  himfelf  in  imaginin| 
that  the  taxes  would  be  temporary  only.  Once  pafled,  th^ 
muft  be  permanent.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  wook 
find  he  could  not  do  without  them.  The  fubjeft,  of  courfij 
ought  to  be  treated  with  great  gravity,  and  moll  delib«rat 
attention.  If  the  new  taxes  actually  turned  out  more  pro 
du<5tive  than  was*expe£ced,  they  could  tell  from  experienfl 
what  would  be  the  conduct  of  the  right  honourable  gend* 
man ;  what  he  had  done  already,  there  was  reafon  to  expej 
he  might  do  again ;  make  a  moft  dangerous  ufe  of  the  M 
plus,  and  be  guilty  of  the  moft  blajneable  appropriation  d 
it,  by  expending  the  money  in,  e^Fefling  the  purpofes  of  I 
diflblution  of  Parliament, .  or  by  ihcreafing  our  peace  efta* 
lifhments.     "Before,    therefore,    the  bills  were   puttied  for* 

Lward  with  the  fhameful  rapidity  which  had  charadlerifed  all 
the  right  honourable  .gentleman's  jneafures  of  importance 


r  tk*  Houfe  ought  to  examine  the  ftate  of  our  finances,  and 
CMpareoar  adtual  receipt  with  our  a&ual  expenditure,  they 
w^njdthen  find  that  the  latter  greatly  exceeded  the  former ; 
nl  they  would  fee  likewife,  that  the  malt  tax  had  fallen 
confiderably  for  the  lafV  year,  which  was  the  ftrongeft 
of  the  impolicy  of  loading  the  article  with  an  additional 
Mr.  Sheridan  took  a  paper  off  the  table,  and  read 
of  the  figures  to  make  out  his  ftatement,  according  to 
taking  the  malt  and  land  tax  at  2,500,000!.,  he  made 
expenditure  exceed  the  income  above  a  million  ;  and  he 
that  Mr.  Pitt  had  taken  the  advantage  of  all  the  new 
to  the  amount  of  more  than  half  a  million,  fince  the 
1786. 

.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  Report  of  1786  Mr.  Pitt, 

what  that  Committee  imagined  would  he  the  proper 

efiablifliment  in  1791,  and  that  having,  early  in   the 

gi? en  notice  of  his  intention  of  moving,  foon  after 

toJidays,  for  a  Committee  to  revife  the  Report  of  the 

ue  Committee  of  1786,  compare  the  prefent  ftate  of 

tipenditure  and  income,  and  report  what  mould  appear 

to  be  the  proper  peace  eftablilhment  in  future,  he 

Unot  be  drawn  into  a  premature  difcuflion  of  the  fubjefl; 

te  »ben  the  Hdufe  fhould  have  it  fully  before  them,  with 

a#  *he  means  of  forming  a  complete  and  perfect,  judgement, 

wild  fairly  meet  the  honourable  gentleman  on  his  own 

and,  not  doubting  but  he  fhould  be  able  to  prove  that  the 

irable  gentleman  had  either  deceived  himfelf,  or  was 

»s  of  deceiving  the  Hbufe;  and  he  had  little  doubt  but 

ids  and  figures  then  produced,  would  be  a  much  more 

ifyrng  reply,  than  any  that  he  could  give  to  the  ho- 

ible  gentleman's  vehemence  of  unprovoked  accufation. 

Mr.  Steele  defired  that  he  might  be   permitted   to  mention      Mr. 

feral  ftate  of  the.  public  income,  in  order  that  the  Houfe   Steele. 

B%ht  not  feparate  under  the  impreflion  of  the  honourable 

Mleroan's  fallacious  and  unfounded  ftatement.     Mr.  Steele 

then  detailed  the  different  heads  of  the  public  income,  to  prove 

ton  its  a&ual  amount,  at  this  time,  was  fifteen  million  nine 

■adied  and  twenty  thoufahd  pounds,  whereas  Mr.  Grenville's 

Jtamittee  had  ftated  that   they   expt&ed  it,  in    1791,  to 

■wait  only  to  fifteen  million  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds, 

ftd*  fum  the  honourable  gentleman  himfelf  confeffed  it  had 

ffifed  at,  according  to  the  ftatement  he  had^chofen  to  make, 

Ml  a  view  to  deceive  the  Houfe.     The  expenditure,  Mr. 

kefe  faid,  he  could  not  detail  with  precifion,  as  the  army 

fames  were  only  prefented  a  day  or  two  fince,  and  the 

Snance  eftimates  and  navy  eftimates  were  not  yet  made  up. 

C'i  Steele  averted  that  Mr.  Sheridan's  hiftory  of  taxes  im- 
d  fince  I786jjwas  erroneous  from  beginning  to  end,  and 
U  2  pledged 
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pledged  himfelf  to  prove  his  ftatement  upon  the  day  of  inrd 

tigation. 

Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  declared)  that  he  could  not  fit  llent  under  th 

Sheridan,  charge  of  having  attempted  to  deceive  the  Houfe,  and  then 

fore  he  referred  to  the  Report  of  1 786  itfelf,  and  cited  tlie  ai 

tides  of  public  income  from  that  document,  challenging 

contradiction,  and  faying  he  (hould  he  forty  to  have  Ml 

Steele  pay  the  proffered  penalty  of  his  pledge,    (his  neve 

opening  his  lips  again)  though  he  certainly  would  find  ths 

he  mult  do  it,  if  the  Houfe  (hoald  infill  on  it,  when  the  da 

of*  trial  (hould  arrive.     Mr.  Sheridan  added,  that  nearl 

400,0001.  had  been  raifed  by  taxes,  fince  the  Report  of  178 

was  made. 

Mr.  Rofc.      Mr.  Rofe  contended,  that  not  above  200,oool.  had  bed 

*  4-     raifed,  including  the  50,0001.  to  make  good  the  deficienc 

•     occafioned  by  the  giving  up  of  the  (hop  tax,  and  50,0001.  t 

pay  the  intereft  of  the  loan  of  a  million. 

Si  Charles      Sir  Charles  Bunbury  obferved,  that  the  malt  tax  had,  fc 

Bunbury.  t^e  tWo  laft  years,  fallen  greatly  fhort  of  its  expe&ed  pro 

duce ;  a  plain  proof  that  the  article  was  too  highly  tasd 

He.  therefore  called  on  the  right  honourable  gentleman  t) 

keep  his  promife  of  the  dav,  and  to  give  up  any  one  of  hi 

interfiled  taxes,  if  it  was  found  oppreffive  and  materially  ifl 

jurious  to  any  defcription  of  propie.    Jt  was  clear  that  tb 

new  tax  on  malt  would  prove  both  oppreffive  and  material!] 

;"  injurious,  and  that  it  would  diftrefs  the  diftreflVd. 

Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  admitted  that  he  had,  the  precediflj 

day,  dated  that  he  would  not  perfiftin  any  tax  of  thedefcrif 

tion  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  Baronet ;  but  he  denied  th* 

the  fad  was  edabliflied.    The  malt  tax  having  been  deficien 

in  produce  in  1789  and  1790,  only  proved  that  there  had  bed 

two  bad  feafons,  and  perhaps  the  next  that  would  be  data 

might  make  ample  amends. 

Lord         Lord  Sheffield^   dofing  the  debate,   faid,   the  argument 

Sheffield,  which  had  been  ufed  againft  the  additional  duty  on  malt 

were  (Irong  and  unanfwerable.   He  agreed  entirely  with  thof 

gentlemen  who  had  dated  the  pernicious  effeft  in  ^eir neigh 

-*-  bourhoods  of  the  already  too  heavy  duties  on  malt.     He'faid 

in  thofe  parts  of  the  country  with  which  he  was  bed  acquaint 

ed,  the  efie&  had  been  almod  to  annihilate  the  home  bieffj 

ery  among  the  lower  rank  of  the  people ;  to  fond  them  totbj 

alehoufe,  to  the  ruin  of  themfelves  and  families;  or  tumn 

therp/rom  wholefome  malt  liquors,  the  produce  of  the  cow* 

tr$  to  the  ufe  of  dedru&ive  liquors,  brandy  and  gin,  thj 

produce  of  foreign  countries.     But  he  added,  that  he  aroli 

principally  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  th 

enormous  fum  already  raifed  on  that  one  fpecies  of  corn  <x 

which  the  new  tax  would  fall.    He  then  dated  that  b»*J' 

•r 


man  avenge  of  five  years,  taken  within  a  few  years,  pa*i 
to  the  revenue  in  the  feveral  ftates  of  malt,  beer,  and  ipir.it*, 
nor  three  millions  nine  hundred  thoufapd  pounds,  to  which, 
i fcmewhat  more  than  ioo,oool.  are  added,  from  the  land- 
tupatd  by  barley  land,  the  amount  would  be  one  half  of  rise 
mtweft  ot  the  funded  debt  of  Great  Britain,  the  whole  of  the 

erefi  of  that  debt  having  been  ftated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
tie  Exchequer,  the  preceding  night,  at  eiglit  millions.  Hi« 
L  idfliq*  farther  added,  that  barley  paid  one-fourth  of  the 
vhole  revenue  of  Great  Britain. 

hi  length,  the  Houfe  divided ; 

Ayes,  116;  Noes,  45.     Majority  71. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  it  was  ordered* 

*  the  day  for  moving  a  new  Committee,  be  Friday  the  4$h 
ft  February  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday,   I  *]tb  December. 

Mr.  Hippejky  faid,  that  feeing  a  very  full  Houfe,  which     flfc. 
tie  important  bufinefs  that  was  to  be  this  day  difcufled,  bad  Hifpdfc^ 
pr placed,  he  would  take  that  opportunity  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  gentlemen  to  a  fubje&  of  very  great  importance  in- 
deed ;  and  that  he  had  chofen  this  moment,  becanfe  the  or- 
der of  the  day  had  produced  a  very  full  attendance  of  gentle- 
1  n,whofe  local  knowledge  and  information  might  give 
fbem  an  opportunity  to  corredt  any  imperfection  in  his  own ' 
lias.    The  fubje&  in  view,  was  tiie  interruption  of  tran- 
1.iUity  in  India. 

Mo  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  tile  reafon  which  the  Mr.  ftou 
honourable  Member  had  affigned  for  introducing  the  fubjeft 
on  which  lie  had  touched,  was  the  very  reafon  which  ihould 
love  induced  him  not  to  prefs  it  at  this  moment.  If  a  bu- 
finefs of  great  importance  had  produced  the  very  full  at- 
tendance which  he  was  very  glad  to  fee,  the  honotrrahte 
Member  ought  not  to  divert  their  attention  from  it,  by  in- 
troducing other  matter  which  might  clafh  with  the  due  con- 
sideration of  it  this  evening.  It  was  ufual,  when  a  Mem- 
ber wiflied  to  agitate  a  particular  fubje&  of  any  moment,  to 
give  notice  of  the  day  on  which  he  meant  to  lay  it  before  the 
Houfe;  and  he  hoped,  that  in  compliance  with  that  cuftooa, 
the  honourable  gentleman  would  wave  all  difcuffion  for  the 
prefeot,  of  the  war  in  India,  and  fix  a  time  for  taking  it 
into  confederation. 

Mr.  Hippejky  replied,  that  the  war  actually  raging  in  India     ?**L 
**  a  fubjed  fecond  to   none  in  point  of  importance,  and  Hw™^- 
tooli  not  be  too  early  noticed  in  that  Houfe,  though  he  did 
not  mean  to  trefpafs  materially' on  the  time  allotted  to  the 
*der  of  the  day.    The  King's  fpeech  had,  indeed,  mentioned 

it 
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it  only  in  a  flight  manner ;  bat  he  believed,  from  intelligence 
which  had  reached  him,  and  which  it  was  his  wifh  to  com- 
municate to  the  Houfe,  that  it  was  a  fubje&  that  ought  to 
be  taken  into  immediate  confideration,  and  in  a  full  Houfe, 
The  war  in  which  the  Company  was  engaged  in  India,   h& 
had  reafon  to  fufped,  would  turn  out  to  be  a  war  of  impo- 
licy, if  not  of  injuftice,  on  the  part  of  the  Company  ;  and 
therefore  it  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  difcountenanced  by 
Government  in  England,  and,  by  their  orders,  brought  to 
the  moft  fpeedy  determination.     He  underftood  that    a  fri- 
gate was  now  under  drders   for  failing   to  India  with  dis- 
patches, and  it  was  his  earned  wifh  that  {he  might  be  detained 
a  few  days,  until  the  determination  of  the  Houfe  upon  the 
intelligence  which  hefhould  lay  before  it  fhould  be  known, 
and  the  Board  of  Control  inftru£ted  how  to  ad.     It  was  not* 
merely  becaufe  he  felt  the  bufinefs  to  be  of  great  magnitude, 
but  becaufe  the  earlieft  interpofition  of  Parliament  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  neceffary,  that  he  was  anxious  to  bring  the 
bufinefs  forward  with  all  poflible  difpatch.    But  as  he  found 
that  ir  was  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  that  nothing  fhould  inter- 
fere with  the  fubje&  which  was  to  be  difcuflbd  this  evening, 
he  would  not  prefs  the  matter  for  the  prefent ;  but  give  no- 
tice that  on  Tuefday  next  he  would  make  a  motion  refpe&ing  • 
the  war  with  Tippoo  Saib. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read,  u  That  the  Houfe 
tc  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to 
«  take  into  con fi deration  the  ftate  of  the  impeachment  of 
«  Warren  Haftings,  Efq." 
Mr.Burke  ^r#  ^ur^e  having  premifed  rhat  he  faw  no  reafon  what- 
foever  for  refitting  a  motion  for  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  chair, 
moved  it  accordingly. 
Mr.  Mr.  Bqftard  obferved,  that  as,  upon  the  prefent  occafion, 

Ballard,  he  could  not  yield  to  the  opinion  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  the  motion.  The 
Houfe  were,  doubtlefs,  in  the  recolle&ion  that  it  was  inti- 
mated that  this  motion '  pointed  at  two  purpofes,  firft  to  de- 
clare the  right  of  the  Houfe  to  proceed  in  the  impeachment; 
and  fecondly,  to  decide  whether  they  were  willing  toexercife 
the  right,  and  perfevere  in  the  profecutior*  Mr.  Baftard  de- 
clared that  his  reafon  for  oppofing  the  Speaker's  leaving  the 
chair  was,  that  he  had  rather  meet  the  queftion  in  the  firft 
inftance,  than  give  an  inch  of  ground'  up  to  a  matter  wbifh 
he  did  not  approve.  He  did  not  conceive  that  the  di Ablution 
of  the  Parliament  affected  the  right  of  the  Commons  of  Eng- 
land to  perfift  in  the  impeachment;  he'  could  not  imagine/ 
therefore,  why  that  queftion  was  called  for,  or  thought  tie*' 
ceffary  to  be  agitated.  If  the  Houfe  fhould  4eem  it  neceflary 
to  put  that  abft raft  queftion  on  their  journals,  be  hoped  that 
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thtj  woafd  perfevere  in  it  to  the  laft.  '  In  cafe  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  fliould  deny   that  right,  they  might  appeal  to  the 
People.     If  he  carried  his  motion,  he  meant  afterwards  to 
mote  that  Mr.  Haftings's  trial  be  put  off  till  that  day  five 
months.     The  prefent  Parliament  being  a  new  one,  would 
do  wdl  to  profit  by  the  proceedings  of  the  former.     They 
raid  do  well  to  paufe  before  they  confented  to  adopt  an  inr* 
ptachment,  to  which,  but  from  report,  they  muft  be  utter 
ftnngers.     Let  them  look  into  the  journals,  and  they  would 
fifld hlfehoods  in  thellefolutions  of  the  laft  Parliament ;  they 
•odd  find  Refolutions  of  one  day  direftly  contradicting  the 
Eolations  of  another.     Firft,  when  it  was  refolved  to  im- 
perii Mr.  Haftings,  India  had  been  reprefeated  as  a  defert, 
tmed  upon  a  corrupt  and  ruinous  fyftem,  which  muft  ne- 
ceffarily  foon  bring  on   its  deftrufHon.     Afterwards,  when 
ther  object  was  in  view,  they  had  refolved  that  India  was 
1  moft  flourishing  ftate.     Mr.  Baftard  acknowledged  that 
l*had  been  one  of  thofe  who  voted  for  the  impeachment  of 
Mr.  Haftings,  bat  he  had  given  his  vote  under  the  expecta- 
tion that  Mr.  Haftings*s  fyftem  of  government  had  been  to 
lone  away,  and  a  very  different  fyftem  eftabli/hed  in  its 
tod.     Bat  had   that  been  the  cafe  ?    Moft  certainly  not. 
The  Board  of  Control,  he  found,  fanclioned  the  old  fyftem, 
'  aid  confirmed  all  Mr.  Haftings's  meafures.     On  that  ac- 
vuunt,  and  becaufehe  could  not  reconcile  fuch  contradictions, 
be  retracted  his  opinion,  and  repenttd  that  he  had  been  de- 
emed into  fupporting  the  impeachment.     He  could  not  look 
at  the  impeachment,  and  forget  certain  conftitutional  prin- 
ciples which  were  implanted   in  his  breaft.     He  recollected,^ 
that  one  article  of  the  great  charter  of  our  freedom  was,  that 
no  Englifhman  fhould  have  exceflive  fines  impofed  on  him, 
nor  fliould  any  man  undergo  cruel  and  unheard-of  punifh- 
roent,  be  his   crime  ever  fo  great ;  and  a  great  point  was, 
thar  every  man  who  was  accufed,  (hould  have  the  moft  fp'eedy 
means  afforded  him   of  acquittal  or  condemnation.     Thefe 
principles  had  been   all   groflly  violated  in  the  cafe  of  Mr. 
Haftings.     He  had  been,  tor  three  years  together,  expofed  to 
the  eyes  of  his  fellow- fubjedts  as  the  greateft  villain   in  the 
world;  comparing  the  length  of  time  that  it  would  take  to 
<  go  through  the  remainder  of  the  articles,  it  would  be  one- 
and-twenty  jears  before  Mr.  Haftings  could  be  put  upon  his 
defence,  and  allowing  the  fame  time  as  his  accufers  had  taken, 
fcrty-two  years  would  elapfe  before  they  would  have  reached 
tbat  period,  and  then  there  would  be  a  reply  from  the  Ma- 
nagers of  a  few  years  more,  before  the  Lords  could  conclude 
tbe  whole  and  give'judgement.     Let  gentlemen  confider  what 
muft  be  the  feelings  of  a  man  who  fonnd  himfelf  accufed  and 
beld  op,  by  fi>  high  an  authority  as  that  Houfe,  to  public 
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execration  as  the  greateft  villain  on  earth,  without  a  profpd 
of  an  opportunity  of  clearing  himfelf ;  for,  where  was  d 
profpedl  of  his  having  that  opportunity,  conduced  as  tl 
trial  had  been  ?  If,  therefore,  the  impeachment  were  cool 
nued,  it  could  not  but  operate  as  a  moil  cruel  and  unbeafl 
of  torture.  Mr.  Ballard  complained  of  the  manner  in  whU 
the  charges  had  been  prepared  and  carried  up  to  the  harl 
the  Houle  of  Lords ;  voted  one  day,  brought  in  the  net 
adopted  almoft  without  reading,  and  hurried  away  to  t) 
Lords..  Several,  of  them  were  actually  never  read  tot! 
Houfe.  Could,  then,  a  new  Parliament  take  upon  then! 
felves  to  go  on  with  the  impeachment  ?  Should  they  reja( 
the  impeachment,  Mr.  Haftings  would,  in  confequence,  h 
the  oppofition  of  one  Houfe  of  Commons  againft  the  cond 
of  the  other,  together  with  the  approbation  of  his  employ 
and  of  the  former  Houfe  of  Commons,  as  far  as  their  refol 
tions  went..  When  the  power  of  the  Houfe,-  in  (lead  of  beil 
theprote&or  of  innocence,  was  made  the  terror  of  the  acco: 
—Away  with  fuch  a  fyftem  of  juftice ;  he  would  have 
thing  to  do  with  it !  The  Court  had  undergone  a  change  ■■ 
no  lets  than  forty  by  aVath.  Mr.  Ballard  mentioned  the  \ 
vantage  the  profecutors  had  in  bringing  forward  their  « 
nefies,  whereas,  by  the  courfe  of  nature,  many  of  th 
■tight  drop  off  before  Mr.  Haftings  could  be  put  on  his 
fence.  Jt  had  been  faid,  that  the  impeachment  ought  to  % 
proceeded  in,  for  the  honour  of  the  lad  Houfe  of  Comtnoal 
Mr.  Baftard  faid,  he  thought  but  little  of  their  honour  wlj 
had  dealt  in  fuch  grofs  con  traditions.  Theobjeft  of  all  pfl 
ftiihment,  was  the  prevention  of  crimes ;  but  the  droppkl 
cf  the  impeachment  could  not  be  attended  with  any  ill  col 
Sequences  ;  becaufe  another  mode  of  judicature  having  he* 
inXUtuted,  what  had  happened  could  not  happen  again*  Mi 
Baftard  complained  of  the  impropriety  of  lending  the  weigty 
of  that  Houfe  to  crulh  an  individual;  there  were  thofcwhl 
wifhed  the  trial  at  an  end  who  would  vote  for  the  quellion*j 
mixed  up  in  the  privileges. of  the  Fojfe.  They  had  no  rigjl 
therefore*  to  take  Mr.  Haftings  to  their  aid*  impeachraerii 
had  received  a  deep  wound,  and  required  the  balm  of  rood* 
ration  to  be  poured  in  to  heal  it. 
Colonel  Colonel  Macleod  complained  that  the  right  hpnourabl 
Jiackod.  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  had  now,  artfully  and  infidioufl 
avoided  bringing  forward  any  arguments  for  his  motion,  art 
thereby  left  the  oppofition  to  it  to  be  made  by  anticipation 
He  confidered  the  pre  fen  t  as  an  attempt  to  ufe  the  privilege 
of  the  Houfe  todeftroy  Mr.  Haftings.  The  Colonel  agree 
that  the  diflblution  of  the  la  ft  Parliament  did  not  abated 
impeachment.  To  give  up  the  rights  of  that  Houfe  wool 
be  to  put  it  ia  the  power  of  a  bad  monarch  to  impede  tt 

cour 


carfe  of  juftice,  and  put  a  period  to  the  trial  of^any  great 
tatt  culprit;  we  certainly  had  not  that  to  dread  from  our 
rAi  Sovereign;  hut  a  Charles  the  Firft,  or  a  James  the  Se- 
cond might  reign  hereafter,  and  therefore,  they  could  not  he 
[  too  jealous  of  their  rights  and  privileges.     But  he  afked,  was 
tic  Houfe  of  Commons  under  the  neceffity  af  feizing  on  a 
p$or  individual,  to  affift  them  in  aflerting  their  privileges? 
The  Houfe  might,  without  that,  go  into  a  Committee  af- 
ter the  impeachment  was  difpofed  of,    and   hold  a  confe- 
rence with  the  Lords  on  the  queftion  of  right;  at  any  rate, 
jnfiicf,  honour,  and  humanity  forbade  the  proceedings  into 
I  ikh  they  wiflied  to  enter.     They  ought  not  to  dig  th* 
nidation  of  their  privileges  on  the  bowels  of  a  fellow  citi- 
tea.    And  if  they  laid  they  were  bound  by  the  refolutions 
the  laft  Parliament,  they  voted  them felves  the  long  Par- 
nent  in  effecl.     Could  they  not  fuppofe  Mr.  Haftings  to 
bi?edied  that  evening  of  an  apoplexy  ?     Why  not  take  up 
thor  right  feparately   from   any  connexion  ?     They  ought 
not  to  follow  the  advice  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  J 
Esmond  Burke  was  conftitutionally  dead  though  alive;  Ed- 
mund Burke  died  with  the  Jail  Parliament;  and  for  a  new 
Houfe  of  Commons  to  think  they  were  bound  to  follow  the 
path  that  right  honourable  gentleman  had   taught  the  laft 
Parliament  to  tread,  would  be  juft  as  abfurd,  as  is  he  were 
to  meet  a  young  man  in  the  ftreet,  who  were  to  fay,  ct  Sir, 
u  jour  father  knocked  my  father  down,  £nd  run  him  through 
"the  bedy.     Pray,    Sir,    knock  me    down,  and   run   me 
*'hrugh  the  body,  that  I  may  he  entitled  to  my  revenge.'* 
TlieColonel  then  faid,  he  wimed  particularly  to  implore  the 
attention  of  the  Houfe  to  what  he  mould  now  offer.     He  had 
had  the  honour  to  ferve  hi  India  during  the  late  very  active 
*ai;  and  there  was  no  part  of  India  which  he  had  not  vifit- 
*d.    He,  therefore,  trufted  that  the  Houfe  would  conceive 
>  hun  to  be  a  competent  evidence  on  the  moil  material  parts  of 
the  articles  voted  by  the  late  Houfe  of  Commons ;  and  he  af- 
f  tared  the  Houfe  upon  the  word  of  a  foldier  and  a  gentleman, 
;  that  he  never  faw  Mr.  Haftings  till,  to  his  furprize,  he  faw 
i  Km  appear  as  a  culprit  in  Weftminfter  Hall ;  that  he  never 
bad  correfponded  with  him  in  India;  that  he  never,  direclly 
windire&ly,  received  the  flighted  favour  from  him;  but 
Jftibce  and  truth  demanded  from  him  that  teftimony,  which 
f  J*  would  deliver  on  his  conscience,  and  upon  his  honour. 
I  The  Colonel  then  remarked  that  he  had  commanded  an  army 
[  »  the  late  war  on  the  Malabar  coaft;  that  fince  the  peace  he 
\  had  held  many  and  long  con verfat  ions  with   Tippoo  Sultan 
;  JJ  the  characters  of  the  different  perfons  who  had  filled  high 
j  fciionsin  India;  he  had  often  fat  up  all  night  with  him  in 
!  «*  tent,  and  been  treated  by  him  with  the  greateft  familiarity ; 
Vol.- XXVIII.  X  that 
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that  this  Prince,  whofc  abilities  and  penetration  no  maij 
could  difpute,  had  invariably  fpoken  of  Mr.  Haft i rigs  in  tbl 
warmeft  terms  of  refpeft,  though  he  defcribed  him  as  tfoi 
greateft  enemy  he  had  in  the  world,  having,  by  the  affiftana 
he  afforded  to  the  Carnatic  and  Bombay,  during  the  war,  en* 
abled  thofe  prefidencies  to  ftop  the progrefs  of  hi* arms;  thai 
the  fame  fentiments  were  entertained  by  the  principal  men  of 
his  court;  that  he  had  been  all  through  the  Carnatic,  oh  Ml 
way  to  Bengal,  and  he  could  affiire  the  Houfe  evyy  perfofl 
he  converfed  with,  gave  hi  in  the  fame  character  of  Mlj 
Haftings ;  that  he  arrived  in  Bengal  about  three  months  aftef 
Mr,  Ha  (lings  had  left  it^and  travelled  through  that  kingdofllj 
fiahar  and  Benares;  that  he  had  been  much  in  Oude,  at  tM 
court  of  Dehly,  and  with  Madajee  Scindia  in  the  Mahratta 
country,  and  he  declared,  upon  his  honour,  in  the  mod  fa, 
lemn  manner,  that  he  never  converfed  with  any  one  man,  o| 
any  rank,  throughout  thefe  extenfive  kingdoms,  who  did  not 
fpeak  of  Mr.  Haftings  in  the  warmeft  terms  of  efteem  an| 
regard.  He  implored  the  Houfe  to  attend  to  what  he  lhouM 
how  ftate,  and  to  give  him  credit  for  his  fincerity,  for  hjj 
£ould  not  have  any  intereft  in  mifleading  tlicm.  He  did  the^ 
folemnly  affbre  them,  that  Bengal,  Bahar,  and  Benares,  (thd 
countries  under  Mr.  Haflings's  adminiftration)  wer?,  beyorw 
all  comparifon,  the  fineft  flourifhing  country  in  India,  m 
legard  to  population,  agriculture,  and  the  happinefs  and  fe* 
curity  of  the  people ;  that  the  next  moft  flourishing  countrjj 
was  Oude,  where  Mr.  Hailings  had  an  influence;  and  tbs4 
the  countries  under  the  native  princes,  Mahomedans  or  Hiifc 
doo*>  were  in  a  very  inferior  degree  indeed  of  profperity* 
AH  the  arrangements  were  thofe  of  Mr.  Ha  flings  !  whatever 
he  faw  was  the  efFe£r  of  his  meafures,  and  he  ftrongly  af* 
firmed,  that  the  fame  fyftems  had  been  corrtinaed  by  Sir  Job? 
Macpherfon  and  Lord  Cornwallis;  the  former  was  (he  laid} 
hi ^  mod  infimite  friend  ;  and  to  the  latter,- whom  he  beheld 
with  filial  regard,  he  was  under  infinite  obligations*  H* 
would  not  fay,  that  the  country  under  them  was  not  it>  * 
progreflive  ftate  of  improvement.  Undoubtedly  it  was;  but 
it  did  not  detraS  from  their  great  merit  to  fay,  they  follow* 
ed  precifely  the  plans  of  Mr.  Haftings.  Certainly  they  did, 
he  knew  it  to  be  a  fadl.  How,  then,  was  he  furprifed  to, 
read,  on  his  return  to  England,  articles  prefented  by  the 
late  Houfe  of  Commons,  attacking  the  whole  fyftem  of  Mr* 
Haftings,  foreign  and  domeftic,  and  dating,  that  the  coun- 
tries under  his  government  were  defolated  and  ruined.  The 
fallacy  and  falfehopd  of  thefe  aflertions  he  well  knew,  and 
if  that  Houfe  would  believe  him  upon  his  honour,  as  a  fol- 
dier  and  a  gentleman,  they  could  not  adopt  what  the  laft 
Parliament  had  voted.    Added  to  this,  he  knew  that  Mr. 
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Hidings  was  the  faviour  of  India,  during  the  late  war,  while 
lofs  of  empire  and  misfortune  had  attended  Great  Britain  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.     The  Colonel  then  entered  into  a       m    . 
defence  of  the  Company's  Servants,  which   (he  faid)  from 
jcftice,  not  from  perfonal  regard ;  for  he  had  been  very  ill 
efed  by  the  company's  fervants,  from  the  merecircumftancc 
of  his  being  a  king's  officer,  and  enjoying  a  confiderable  com- 
mind.     He  aliened  that  they  were  beloved  by  the  natives; 
and  that  if  we  ever  fhould  be  driven  into  the  fea,  which  fome 
tad  charitably  wifhed  we  might,  it  would  be  a  moft  unfor- 
r^aite  day  indeed  for  that  country.    , 
Mr.  Jones  (Member  for  Weymouth)  obferved,  that  en-      Mr 
lining  a  very  different  opinion  from  the  two  honourable    Jones, 
gentlemen  who  had  fpoken  laft,  he  could  not  avoid  declaring 
tiat  with  regard  to  Mr.  Haftings,  he  did  not  know  the  man, 
he  only  knew  him  to  be  a  ftate  delinquent,  and  he  hoped 
thit  the  juftice  of  his  country  would  foon  overtake  him. 
Infteadof  employinghis  littlecapital  inbuildinghoufes,  plant- 
ing ihrubberies,  laying  out  gardens  in  the  moft  extravagant 
;*d  ex  pen  five  manner,  and  forming  a  fcene  of  Afiatic  luxury 
and  fplendor  in  the  heart  of  an  Englifh  county,  it  would 
hive  better  become  him  toconfider  hinifelf  as  a  culprit,  and 
to  have  demeaned  himfelf  accordingly.     The  tender  mercies 
of  Mr.  Haflings's  friends  were  cruelty  and  feverity.     By 
patting  a  flop  to  the  impeachment,  as  they  wifhed  to  do, 
would  leave  him  half  accufed,  half  innocent,  half  guilty, 
bif  execrated.     The   right  of  impeachment  was   the  fafe- 
gwd  of  the  people,  and  that  Houfe  ought  to  fupport  the 
T.g1)ts  of  the  Commons  of  England,  and  not  fufFer  them  to 
be  done  away  by  a  fide  wind,  or  blafted  by  a  diflblution. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe,  to  fpealt  a  few  words,  not  to  Mr.  Pitt 
the  merits  of  the  arguments  of  the  honourable  gentlemen, 
I   tat  to  the  order  of  their  proceeding,     A  motion  had  been 
made  for  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  chair.     That  had  been  re* 
I    filled  by  two  honourable  gentlemen  who  wifhed  to  put  an 
■    end  to  the  trial,  though  they  both  allowed  the  right  of  the 
I   Houfe  to  go  on  with  the  impeachment,  and  contended  that 
;    there  could  be  no  call  to  doubt  it.     Whereas  the  very  thing       •  ' 
the  honourable  gentlemen  propofed  would  throw  a  doubt  up- 
on it,  and  yet  would  not  efieclually  put  an  end  to  the  trial, 
I    There  could  not  be  two  more  diltinft  queftions  than  they 
*ere;  the  one,  the  queftion  of  right;  the  other  the  queftion 
rfdifcretion  ;  or  whether  the  right  having  been  firft  refolv- 
ed,  the  Houfe  were  willing  to  carry  it  into  execution  and  ef- 
fect   One  of  the  honourable  gentlemen  had  been  fo  pood  as 
I    to  favour   them   with  an  admonition,  and  to  beg  that  it 
might  not   be  confidered  as  a  party  queftion.     So  did  he. 
I    The  fubjeffc  related  not  to  any  party  confideration,  neither 
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had  it  any  thing  to  do  with  Mr.  Ha  flings,  his  merits,  noj 
his  crimes;  he  begged  therefore  that  it  might  not  be  made  a 
perlbnal  queftion  by  that  gentleman's  friends  and  advocates, 
it  related  to  the  permanent  principles  of  the  conftitutioq 
and  ought  to  take  the  lead  of  every  other  confideratiofl 
The  two  honourable  gentlemen  had  exprefled  tluir  wiflw* 
that  the  Speaker  might  net  leave  the  chair,  and  were  defi 
rous  of  putting  an  end  to  the  impeachment  ?  Whateffefl 
lyould  that  have  on  the  conftitutional  queftion  ?  Could  the] 
conceal  from  pofterity  the  reafons  for  fuch  a  procedure! 
What  fort  of  an  appearance  would  this  affair  have,  if  the] 
carried  the  matter  as  they  defi  red  ?  One  third  would  vott 
for  it,  becaufe  they  thought  they  had  right,  another  thin 
becaufe  they  thought  they  had  no  right,  and  the  other  thiw 
becaufe  they  did  not  wifli  the  trial  to  proceed.  Thus  wouk 
it  prove  a  complicated  queftion,  and  though  one  of  the  honour 
able  gentlemen  argued  againft  an  abftradt  queftion,  he  wouk 
in  fadt  have  taken  the  only  means  of  making  the  queftion  oJ 
right  which  he  propofed  to  put  after  fetting  afide  the  im- 
peachment, purely  abftradt.  Some  gentlemen  wifhed  U 
put  an  end  to  the  impeachment  as  cruel  to  Mr.  Haftings  j 
yet  Mr.  Haftings's  hardftiips  were  no  reafon  againft  tfa 
Speaker's  leaving  the  chjiir  ;  but  rather  for  it.  If  the  Spe* 
ker  did  not  leave  the  chair,  what  fort  of  an  acquittal  wouh| 
that  be,  compared  to  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair?  in  whicfc 
cafe,  fhould  the  queftion  of  difcretion  be  negatived,  Mr< 
Haftings  would  then  ftand  acquitted,  by  the  impeachmenl 
dropping,  after  they  had  been  allowed  an  opportunity  of  en- 
quiring into  the  reafons  for  proceeding  or  not.  If  the  geih 
tlemen  were  ferious,  and  thought  they  could  obtain  a  ma- 
jority of  votes,  they  ought  to  do  fo,  upon  a  deliberate  en- 
quiry, which  could  only  be  gene  into  by  fuffering  the  bpeakef 
to  leave  the  chair,  and  not  by  blending  two  diftindt  queftions, 
get  off  in  a  manner  which  would  leave  Mr.  Haftings  neither 
guilty  nor  innocent. 
Mr.  Mr.  Bajiard  rofe  to  exlpain,  and  complained  of  having 

Baftard*    been  mifreprefented. 
Lord  John      Lord  Jihn  Rufjill  thought  that  if  the  impeachment  were 

Ruffd.  not  fuffered  to  proceed,  there  would  be  danger  to  the  right* 
and  privileges  of  Parliament,  and  to  the  conftitulion  itfelf. 

Sir  Wm.       Sir  Jfm.  Young  faid,  he  rofe '  to  oppofe  the  Speaker's  leav 

Young.  ing  the  chair,  and  for  reafons  that  diredUy  applied  to  that 
motion.  He  was  happy  in  having  given  way  to  a  noble 
lord,  (Lord  J.  Ruflel,)  and  to  others,  who  had  after  ed  their 
conftitutional  principles, — for,  on  thofe  grounds  he  was  rea- 
dy to  take  the  matter  in  debate  ;  he  would  take  up  the  very 
premifes  which  his  opponents  offered,  he  would  argue  the 
queftion  on  the  very  premifes  which  his  opponents  offered* 


Jhe  would  argue  the  queftion  on  its  clear  conftitutional  prio* 
ciffes.     The  firft  consideration  attached  on  the  moft  impor- 
tant privilege  of  that  Houfc ;  the  privilege  which  its  Speaker 
aScrted  rather  than  prayed  for  in  the  addrefs  to  the  Throne, 
far  freedom  of  fpeech,  for  the  eflence  of  its  liberties,  and 
therein  of  the  liberties  of  the  Commons  of  England,  all 
depending  on  the  uncontroled  and  uncontrolable  deliberative 
capacity  of  their  reprefentative  body.     This  new  Parlia- 
ment poffeiTes  that  eflential  right  in  its  full  extent;  let  it 
t&t  care  how  it  furrenders  it  up,  and  lofes  its  fpirit  and 
fcrcc  under  paflive  acceptation  of  the  mere  vote  of  a  former 
Parliament,  and  {hackles  itfelf  by  preliminary  proceedings 
pthe  exercife  of  its  moft  neceffary  fun&ion.     The  avowed 
furpofe  of  quitting  the  chair  was  for  inftituting  proceedings 
tf  that  fort.     He  lhould  therefore  oppofe  the  Speaker's  leav- 
ing the  chair. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  clafled  the  reafons 
mi  opinions  of  Members  in  that  Houfe,  and  then  attempted 
fo  {hew,  that  none  applied  to  the  prefent  queftion,  and  that 
Ihe  Houfe  refolving  itfelf  into  a  Committee  ,was  of  courfe, 
wlwrc  each  might  meet  the  queftion  propofed  on  its  proper 
N  fpecific  grounds.  Sir  William  ftated  the  Chancellor  of 
ibe  Exchequer  to  have  concluded  on  partial  obfervation, 
whi]\\  he  omitted  an  extenfive  clafs  of  men,  of  thofe  who 
ic  -.-cud  to  a  continuance  of  the  procefs  againft  Mr.  Haf- 
tsDgs,  and  who  farther  obje&ed  againft  the  agitating  of  any 
declaratory  refolution  on  the  abftrafl  queftion  of  its  conti- 
Biiince  or  not.  He  would  not  give  an  opinion  of  whether 
iht  hie  impeachment  abated  by  a  diflblution  of  Parliament; 
bot  this  he  knew,  that  fuch  an  abrtradt  queftion  ought  not 
iu  uc  agitated  in  the  firft  inftance  or  without  the  moft  felf- 
erident  neceflity.  Abftraft  declaratory  refolutions  were  al- 
ways dangerous,  inafmuch  as  decifions  and  ftatements  in 
the  Journals  of  a  future  Houfe  of  Commons  might  appear 
in  contradiftin&ion  either  of  matter  or  terms,  to  what  a 
former  Parliament  had  laid  down  as  a  facred  and  fundamental 
principle,  in  which  cafe  the  very  folidity  and  texture  of  the 
Wis  of  our  conftitution  is  weakened.  In  the  prefent  in- 
fiance,  there  were,  yet  other  obje&ions,  and  of  fuch  mo- 
meat,  merely  as  to  require  that  the  Houfe  fhould  paufe  be* 
fore  it  even  put  itfelf  at  iflue  in  the  queftion.  He  alluded 
not  merely  to  the  Lords'  Houfe.  Even  with  refpeft  tQ 
1  them,  he  fhould  deplore  the  neceflity  of  a  conteft ;  however* 
f  **  a  Member  of  the  Commons,  he  ihould  never  fhrink  from 
[  feeh  conteft,  when  the  neceflity  of  a  ftrong  and  decifive 
|  part  appeared ;  that  neceflity  did  not  appear ;  for  poflibly, 
1  the  new  Houfe  of  Commons  may  not  vote  $0  continue  the 
I  procefs  againft  Mr.  Haftings.     There  was  a  body  whom 

(hit 
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this  declaratory  refolution  might  yet  farther  embroil  x 
with,  and  with  whom  he  did  fear  to  cope  on  a  que  ft  ion  < 
the  law  of  the  land,  for  we  could  have  no  privilege  beartq 
on  a  procefs  of  juftice,  but  fuch  as  was  the  law  or  the  lanj 
It  was  matter  of  notoriety,  that  profeffional  men  were  g$ 
nerally  of  an  opinion  that  a  diflblution  of  Parliament  <§ 
abate  a  procefs  by  impeachment.  He  feared  then%ee<lleffl 
to  pufli  the  Lords  to  a  refort  to  the  Judges,  for  as  a  fiien 
to  the  public  juftice  of  the  kingdom,  to  the  good  order  e 
the  community,  and  to  a  refpeft  of  law  which  was  the  bel 
fecurrty  of  liberty,  he  did  fear  to  commit  the  Houfe  c 
Commons  with  the  Judges  of  the  land  on  a  quell  ion  of  law 
He  did  fear  the  operation  of  declaring  that  thofe  who  a? 
going  fliortly  forth  to  charge  the  grand  juries  of  England 
and  who  fliould  imprefs  authority  on  their  function  by  thai 
of  chara<3er,  are  fallible  in  office,  and  are  not  competed 
to  a  decifion  of  the  law  of  the  land.  To  avoid  the  agitatiri 
a  queftion  of  fuch  confequence,  he  fhou'd  'therefore  opp 
the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair.  He  Ihould  mention  < 
farther  bad  eSeSt  of  each  declaratory  refolution  in  the  firil 
inftance,  as  feeming  in  its  purview  to  /hew  a  menace  tt 
the  judicature,  before  which  the  contention  was  again  xj 
place  Warren  Haftings  on  his  trial.  To  ovexawe  Ju  !ge| 
*was  not  belonging  to  our  conftitution.  i 

Declaring  an  opinion  that  the  procefs  againft  Warren  Hal? 
tings  ftiould  not  continue  for  reafons  which  a  ftudy  of  thjj 
principles  of  our  conftitution  fuggefted,  unmixed  with  peril 
fonal  confideration,  or  even  a-retrofpe£r  to  the  proceedings  ol 
the  laft  Parliament,  he  could  not  confiftently  vote  forgoing 
into  a  Committee  to  confider  the  ftqte  of  the  impeachment* 
He  put  the  merits  and  the  demerits  of  Mr.  Haftings  out  0^ 
the  queftion.     He  put  the  cafe  of  his  delinquency,  or  hi* 
claims,  or  his  fufferance,  out  of  the  queftion.     He  founded 
his  oppofition  to  a  continuance  of  the  impeachment,    on  th^ 
notoriety  that  an  Englifhman  had  been  on  his  trial  fcr  moift 
than  three  years;  this  was  in  the  teeth  of  every  principle  of 
our  conftitution ;  it  was  in  the  teeth  of  the  fpirit  of  every 
ftatute,  and  the  old  common  law  on  which  are  founded  theJ 
liberties  of  the  fubjeft  ;  this  was  in  the  teeth  of  the  prir.ci* 
pie  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  a6r,  which  was  a  mere  emanation 
from  and  upon  the  boon  Nui.i  defer  emus  jujiitiam  of  the  great 
charter  of  England.     It  was  in  the  teeth  of  every  princi- 
ple of  juries  who  ihould  have  identity  of  mind  as  well  as  ©t 
perfon,  and  ihould  not  go  forth  into  the  world,  and  he  fub- 
je6t  to  impreffions  extraneous  to  the  procefs  itfelf.     Sir  Wil- 
liam faid  he  was  ready  to  allow  that  in  this  refpedfc  fome- 
what  more  latitude  belonged  of  neceffity  to  the  judicature 
of  the  Lords,  and  in  cafas  of  impeachment;  but  could  no 

line 


Koe  be  drawn  ?  Mull  the  happy  principle  on  which  the 
maneft  fubjecls  reft  fecured,  be  fa  tar  outraged  in  the  ope- 
t  istions  of  any  judicature  as  by  a  trial  of  three  years?  A 
I  trial,  during  which,  even  perfonal  identity  of  the  jury  is 
'  f-A.  and  even  the  accufers  are  by  the  royal  prerogative  made 
TV  judges;  to  reprobate  fo  flagrant  an  example,  and  with- 
out one  confi  deration  of  one  man,  or  of  any  fet  of  men, 
U  m  .is  read  v  to  ft  op  farther  procefs  by  a  direct  vote;  and 
th&ch  founded  on  the  notoriety  of  an  Englifhman  being  on 
til  trial  for  three  years,  did  not  require  the  Speaker's  leav- 
ing the  chair  for  the  purpofe  of  enquiry.  As  to  the  prin- 
rp!e  of  continuity  of  a  procefs  by  impeachment,  notwith- 
ng  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  he  was  a  friend  to  th« 
iciple;  but  inftead  of  now  agitating  it  under  all  circum- 
aces  by  a  declaratory  refolution,  he  was  for  ever  letting  it 
reft,  in  an  a<5r  of  Parliament  for  the  better  regulating  im- 
ichments,  in  which  all  the  prefent  evils  might  be  provided 
igainlt,  and  the  conftitotional  principle  of  continuity  b« 
eafe  the  law  of  the  land  by  ftatute,  as  fuch,  to  be  recog- 
;  /  J  by  all,  and  no  longer  pregnant  with  difputes,  contefts, 
*d    lifchief*  of  the  moil  dangerous  tendency. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  ex-  Mr.  Pitt, 
prefled  fo  much  difinclination  to  proceed  with  the  impeach- 
ment, might  confcientioufly  difcharge,  what  they  thought 
their  duty  by  moving,  whenever  they  pleafed,  in  theCom- 
e,  that  the  Chairman  leave  the  chair. 
Mr.  Fox  obfri  ved,  that  he  fhould  not  fpeak  a  word  then  in  Mr.  Fo*^ 
fatcmrof  the  profecution,  becaufe  if  it  were  the  moft  un- 
jsil  poffible,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Managers  had  been  the 
ttoft  culpable,  was  no  reafon  again  ft  the  Speaker's  leaving 
ftr  chair;  neither  fhould  he  advert  to  the  queftion  whether 
f^e  impeachment  abated,  for  that  might  be  confidered  in 
tHe  Committee;  and  whether  the  two  queftions  were  ab- 
firacl  propofiiions  was  a  matter  as  little  to  the  real  purpofe 
» ary  other  indifferent  thine,  ftnee  that  circumftance  fur- 
nifhed  no  argument  againft  the  motion  made  by  his  right 
tanourable  friend.  If  it  fhould  be  the  general  opinion  that 
the  impeachment  does  abate,  or  that  there  had  been  any  cul- 
pAle  proceeding  on  the  trial,  that  certainly  might  be  con- 
soered  in  the  Committee. 

The  Solicitor  General  (Sir  John  Scott)  declared,  that  he  Solicitor 
fcoald  finally  give  his  vote  as  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  General, 
privileges  of  tkat  Houfe,  fhould  require.  He  thought  that 
*k  Houie  fhould  aft  with  great  deliberation  when  they 
^ere  fettling  what  their  privileges  were,  as  tjie  beft  way  to. 
kcure  their  privileges  was  not  by  dint  of  power,  to  af- 
fet  what  they  might  cjeem  privileges  againft  the  law  of  the 
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Mr.  Burke's  motion  for  the  Speaker's  leaving  the- chair  wa( 
carried :  and  the  Houfe  having  refolved  itfel£  into  a  Com? 
-mittee,  Sir  Peter  Burrell  in  the  chair; 
Mr.Burke     Mr*  Burke  rofe,  and  obferved  that  being  now  in  a  prop 
Situation  to  confider  the  important  queftion  to  be  decid 
fhould  any  queftion  adfe,  he  would  open  to  the  Commit 
the  refolution  which  he  intended  to  move.     He  had  beerti 
fcribed  by  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  oppoled  going  in 
this  Committee,  as  politically  dead,  as  exifting  no  longer! 
facl,  but  in  name,  as  the  ciniset  umbra  of  what  he  once  wi 
and  being  now  reduced  to  an  ens  rationis%  a  mere  metaph 
fical  abftra&ion  of  a  man,  it  was  very  logically  inferred,  tl 
an  abftraft  Member  of  Parliament  could  move  only  an  abftrii 
proposition.     He  begged  leave,  however,  to  aflure  theO 
mittee,  that  in  this  metaphyseal  revival  after  his  polft 
death,  he  fhould  fubmit  to  their  confideration,  not  an  \ 
ftra6t,  but  a  practical  propofition.     He  was  laid  under 
fiderable  difficulty  in  another  refpe&  by  the  gentlemen  % 
oppofed  going  into  the  Committee.     If  he  fpoke,  he  1 
told  that  he  fpoke  only  to  torment  the  Houfe.     If  he 
filent,  he  was  told  that  his  filence  was  infidious : 

u  The  times  have  been 
*.'  That,  when  the  brains  were  out,  (he  man  would  die, 
a  And  there  an  end  ;  but  now  they  rife  again, 
u  With  twenty  mortal  murders  on  their  crowns,        ; 
Ci  And  pulh  us  from  our  (tools." 

So  he,  politically  dead  as  he  was.  walked  abroad   in  his  til 

taphyfical  capacity,  to  torment  the  Houfe,  to  frighten  hoi* 

gentlemen  from  their  feats  by  his  talking,  pr  entrap  them  t 

his  filence.     Both  his  political  and  his  phyfical  life  weremfl 

nearly  at  an  end;  hut  while  either   of. them  remained,  I 

pledged  himfelf  to  perfevere  for  the  honour  of  the  Houfe  4 

Commons  in   the  arduous   taflc  he  had  undertaken.    Til 

Houfe  of  Commons,  by  adopting  the  impeachment,  hadvitf 

dicated  his  honour,  had  fcreened  him  from  the  imputation  til 

being  a  falfe  accufer,  and  made  it  their  own.     For  their 

honour,  for  the  dignity  and  confiftency  of  their  proceeding} 

he  was  bound  in  gratitude  to  exert  the  utmoft  efforts  of 

poor  abilities  to  bring  it  to  a  fair  judicial  conclusion. 

attempt  that  had  been  juft  made  to  get  rid  of  the  whole 

ceeding,  fras  fupported  by  no  argument,  at  leaft  bynoa^ 

gument  that  was  new.    In  this  particular  cafe  it  happens 

that  arguments,  like  men,  were  endowed  with  the  quality  i 

reviving  after  death.     Arguments  that  had  been  routed,  &' 

corafited ;  not  only  driven  off  the  field  with  ignominy  at 

contempt,  but  di (banded  by  thofe  who  arrayed  them  for  bal 

tie,"  as  unworthy  and  unfit  to  ferve,  were  again  drawn  on 

and 
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ind  marfhalled,  as  if  they  had  never  been  expofed  to  defeat 
2nd  difgrace.     The  arguments  adduced  by  the  honourable 
gentleman  who  began  the  oppofition,  had   been   not  onlj 
routed  and  difcomnted  in  the  late  Parliament,  but  an  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Major  Scott)  had  been  puniftied  for  ert- 
IEfling  them— he  had  received  the  ceqfure  of  the  Houfe,  and 
Hut  he  who  had  tailed  of  it  mufl  call — a  heavy  punifhment. 
Oie  honourable  gentleman  had  faid;  that  although  He  him- 
fdf  had  Toted  for  the  impeachment  originally,  yet  many  of 
the  articles  were  palled  without  due  confideration  ;  and  with 
ail  the  zeal  of  a  new  convert  he  contended,  for  that  reafon, 
itpinft  the  whole.     He,  ho  doubt,  bad  made  fuch  inquiry, 
ftii  received  fuch  information,  as  enabled  him  how  to  form 
'better  judgement;  but  he  ought  to  have  fome  mercy  on 
oher gentlemen,  who  had  alfo  voted  foi*  thfe  impeachment, 
*nd  not  having  had  accefs  to  that  information,  which  con- 
vinced him  that  they  had  voted  in  error,  ftill  adhered  to  their 
briber  opinion.     The  prefent  Houfe  of  Commons,  it  was 
laid,  was  not  bound  to  adopt  the  refolutions  of  the  laft.  Un- 
itedly it  was  not,  if  thefe  refolutions  ftiould  appear  to  be 
Jed  in    injuftce,  or  adopted  without  due  confideration. 
felet  the  Houfe  beware  of  rejecting,  without  examination 
or  inquiry ,  what  the  late  Houfe  of  Commons  had  adopted  oil 
more  painful  inquiry,  and  more  laborious  investigation,  than 
F&bps  any  fubjedt  that  had  ever  come  under  the  confide- 
rarioa  of  Parliament.     An   honourable  gentleman  (Colonel 
iijtleod)  to  whofe  profeffional  reputation  he  was  no  ftran- 
mt,  had  introduced  a  ftory  in  the  ftyle  of  the  Arabian  Nights 
Entertainments,  a  fort  of  modern  midnight  converfatioh,  iri 
^htch  Tippoo  Saib  had  borne  honourable  teftimony  to  the 
Clitics  and  virtues  of  Mr.  Haftings.     Tippoo  Saib  was  a 
Prince  of  fo  much  virtue  himfelf  -  of  juftice  fo  confpicuous, 
01  humanity  fo  exemplary,  that  toqueftiori  the  authority  of 
ku  teftimony;  might  be,  perhaps,  to  queftion  what  all  the 
*orJd  was  fo  well  convinced  of,  that  he  ftiould  be  afked — 

u  SoUm  quis  dicere  falfum 

"jkdua.9- — 

^Bat  ftill  he  might  be  permitted  to  afk  what  effe&  the  telli- 
[laony  sA  this  virtuous  Prince,  of  this  Marcus  Aurelius  of 
(the  Eaft,  to  the  abilities  of  Mr.  Haftings,  could  have  on  a 
^charge  of  taking  money  which  he  was  expreffly  forbid  to  take, 
rfaubng  it  to  the  Company  as  their  money,  and  taking  bonds 
ffcrit,  payable  to  himfelf?  Whatever  might  be  its  value,  he 
fAoold  only  confider  it  as  a  reafon  for  going  on  with  the  trial, 
tttat  there  might  be  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the  evidence 
fcto  Court*  The  extreme  length  to  which  the  trial  was  likely 
*o  extend,  was  alledged  as  a  reafon  for  dtferting  it  altoge- 
VouXXVIIL  T  then 
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ther.  On  this  point  he  could  inform  thbfe  who  wanted  in« 
formation,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Managers  to 
piotracl  the  trial ;  and  that  had  they  heen  permitted,  as  they 
intimated  laftf  flion,  to  go  through  the  article  of  contract 
they  meant  to  call  on  Mr.  Haf tings  for  his  defence  Thi 
friend*  of  Mr.  Maftings  never  complained  of  the  length  of  tin 
trial,  till  t!  e  defendant  was  on  the  eve  of  being  preffed  t< 
judgement,  atAthrn  they  pretended  to  think  that  the  retrac 
tion  of  one  Ho.ife  of  Commons,  or  rather  the  bafe  and  fcan 
dalous  derclicTion  of  what  another  Woufe  of  Commons  ha 
Ibiemnly  done,  would  be  a  complete  acquittal,  as  ifacollu 
fion  between  the  party  and  the  profecutor  could  reliore  th 
reputation  of  the  one,  or  not  flain  the  honour  of  the  othei 
As  to  any  imp'ied  charge  again  it  the  Managers  of  theirt 
prachment,  he:  would  ror  reply  to  it  till  fpecifically  brough' 
They  were  now  in  nocollecliveftate  to  make  their  defend 
and  it  wis  raiher  ungenerous  to  affail  them  in  their  unpr< 
tecled  (iiuaticn.  If  delay  was  imputable  to  any  perfcn, 
was  to  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf.  A  right  honourable  gent! 
man,  (Mr.  Fox)  to  whofe  tranfeendant  abilities  the  merit  1 
the  whole  conduct  of  the  trial  might  be  almofl  exclufive 
afcribed,  after  opening  the  fird  charge,  had  propofed  to  i 
cide  upon  them  article  by  article,  fo  that  the  party  accul 
would  have  had  an  opportunity  of  exculpating  himfelf  fro 
the  weight  of  each  charge,  as  the  evidence  upon  it  was  cfl 
eluded,  in  (lead  of  being  oppreffed  for  fuch  a'length  of  tin 
as  he  now  complained,  by  the  accumulated  weight  of  fei 
•  ral.  To  this,  however,  Mr.  Haftings  would  not  agree: 
was  not  then  fo  jealous  of  his  honour,  and  chofe  to  drain! 
Cup  of  crimination  to  the  dregs,  before  he*  applied  to  tbc  < 
culpatory  antidote. 

It  was  not  his  intention  to  move  any  abftradt  refoluti* 
much  It  is  a  iefolution  implicating  the  propriety  of  the  ace 
fation  with  the  competency  of  the  accufer.  He  never  I 
loved,  and  never  fhould  love  an  abflraft  queftion  in  his  li 
being  of  opinion  that  much  of  the  vice  of  the  prefent  age  \ 
owing  to  an  abilra£t  way  of  thinking.  In  the  Com  mitt 
which  he  confidered  as  a  Committee  of  Privileges*  he  me 
to  move  a  propofition  applicable  to  the  particular  cafe.  { 
this  he  had  heen  guided,  not  by  the  moorings  of  lawy 
not  by  the  reveries  of  pamphlets,  not  by  the  conversation 
coffee  houfes,  but  by  the  opinions  of  minds  that  were  fi< 
to  direel  than  toco-operate  with  fuch  minds  as  his.  Its  to 
would  (hew  its  modefty.  However  jealous  or  irritable 
might  be  fuppofed,  he  had  betrayed  no  unfeafonable  jealo 
on  this  occafion.  The  Lords  had  adjourned  over  the  day 
pointed  for  proceeding  on  the  trial  the  day  of  the  laft  adjo« 
ment.    He  had  taken  no  notice;  they  had  met  and  adjour 

al 


again  and  again,  and  again,  and  no  meffage  was  fent  to  the 
Commons  on  the  fubjedt.     And  when 

u  To-morrow,  to-morrow,  and  to-morrow, 
**  Crept  in  this  petty  pace  from  day  to  day, 
"  And  all  our  yefterdays  had  lighted  fools 
"  The  way  to  dulky  death," 

He  felt  their  filence  more  alarming  than  any  aft  would  have 
been.     Their  filence  might   be  owing    to   feveral  reafons  ; 
they  might  think,  without  entertaining  a  dou!>t  of  the  right 
to  proceed,   that  the  Commons  would  abandon  the  impeach-r 
nhrnt.     They  might  think  that  the  Commons,  jf  they  meant 
ta  proceed,  ought  to  move  firft  in  it,  as  they  did  in  the  cafe 
of  Lord  Danby  ;  and  laft  in    order,  as  in  will  to  mention, 
they  might  poffibly  entertain  the  (hocking  and  nefarious  pro- 
portion, that  the  Commons  having  pledged  their  conftituents, 
as  well  as  themfelves,  as -they  always  did  when   they  carried 
up  an  impeachment  in  the  name  of  themfelves,  and  of  all  the 
anions  of  England,  meant  to  fubmit  the  important  privi- 
lege of  fuperintending  the  exercife  of  the  executive  and  'judi- 
cal power  of  enquiring  intoabufes,  and  bringing  delinquents 
to  punifhment,  to  the  will  of  the  Minifler  or  the^Ieafure  of 
ihe  Crown.     This  proportion  he  would  not  believe  that  any 
Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  could  entertain,  till  he  - 
heard  it  expreffly    avowed.     His  intention,  therefore,  was 
not  to  move  any  thing  that  implieJ  a  doubt,  but  a  plain  af- 
fertion  of  their  privileges,  as  handed  down  to  them  by  their 
predeceflbrs,    through  an  uninterrupted  fuccefliun   of    five 
hundred  year?,  and  to  be  as  faithfully  transmitted  to  future 
generations.     He  would  not  broach  the  whole  line  of  prece- 
dents in  fupport  of  this  privilege,  becaufe  he  would  not  anti- 
cipate the  poffibility  of  its  being  doubted.     In  all  the  convul- 
fions  of  our  Government,  in  all  the  Aruggles,  contefts,  and 
incidental  or  progreffive  changes  of  the  functions  and  powers 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  this   alone  had  remained  immu- 
table— that  an  impeachment  ^as  never  to  be  defeated  by  col- 
lafion  with  a  Minifter,  or  by  the  power  of  the  Crown.    That 
an  impeachment  abated  by  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  was 
not  to  be  found  in  plain  exprefs  terms  on  the  journals  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  on  the  journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
nor,  taking  the  confluence  of  the  Rhone  and  the  Soane,  in 
tbe  minutes  of  the  conferences  between  the  two  Houfes.     It 
was  as  little  to  be  found  in  any  hook  of  authority,  or  in  any 
good  report  of  law  cafes.     Till  the  proportion  could  be  drawn 
from  fuch  authentic  fources  as  thefe,  he  would  not  conde- 
scend to  argue  againft  it.     If  the  Houfe  of  Commons  poiTefild 
any  privileges  that  were  not  held  for  their  own  individual  ac- 
commodation, as  that  of  franking  their  letters,  or  the  ex- 
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eruption  from  arreft,  but  in  truft  for  their  constituents,  as 
the  right  of  originating  money  bills,  and  of  profecuting  State 
criminals,  they  could  not  furrender  or  concede  them,  without 
a  breach  of  faith.  They  could  no  more  furrender  the  law  and 
privilege  of  Parliament,  when  it  was  in  their  favour,  than 
they  could  abrogate  the  law  when  it  was  againft  them.  No- 
thing but  the  folemn  ad  of  the  whole  Legiflature  could  dp 
this.  The  danger  of  incurring  a  difpute  with  the  Lords  had 
been  fuggefted  as  a  thing  carefully  to  be  avoided-  He  would 
not  court  a  difpute  with  Lords;  he  would  as  little  fear  one. 
The  man  who  once%furrendored  any  one  of  his  rights,  merely 
becaufe  to  defend  it  might  involve  him  in  a  difpute,  would 
foon  haye  no  right  left  to  defend.  Were  the  Commons  to 
furrender  theirs,  becaufe  they  dreaded  a  difpute  with  the 
Lords,  they  would  have  no  rights  but  what  the  Lords  were 
pleafed  to  allow  them.  If  a  difpute  with  the  Lords  muft  be 
the  confequence,  he  referred  them  to  the  practice  of  their 
anceftors  on  fuch  occafions — 

<c  Moribus  antlquisjiat  res  Romana" 

and  long  would  ftand.  In  fuch  difputes  they  had  never  b'een 
foiled,  when  commenced  on  proper  grounds. 

But  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  it  was  faid,  was  a  Supreme  Court 
of  Jijftice,  and  therefore  the  fole  judge  of  their  own  proceed- 
ings. Had  the  Commons  no  control  over  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  in  their  judidial  capacity  ?  He  was  ready  to  pronounce 
that  they  had.  The  Houfe  of  Commons  had  no  judicial,  no 
*-  executive  function  ;  but,  as  the  feeming  paradoxes  in  our 
conftitution  would  appear,  on  examination,  to  be  founded  in 
the  deepeft  wifdom,  from  this  apparent  want  of  fund  ion  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  from  this  feeming  want  of  power, 
it  had  all  power.  It  was  the  watch,  the  inquifitor,  the  puri- 
fier of  every  judicial  and  executive  fundlion ;  and  from  its 
apparent  impotence,  derived  itsgreateft  ftrength  and  beauty. 
If  it  gave  up  this,  it  gave  up  all,  and,  like  fait  that  had  loft  its 
favour,  was  good  for  nothing.  Were  the  Lords  to  refolve, 
in  their  judicial  capacity,  that  a  writ  of  error  abates  by  a  pro- 
rogation or  difTolution  of  Parliament,  would  the  rfoufe  of 
Commons  hefitate  a  moment'  to  interfere,  as  they  had  inter- 
fered in  the  cafe  of  Skinner  and  the  Eaft- India  Company, 
when  the  Lords  attempted  to  ufurp  original  jurifdidion?. 
That  interference  gave  rife  to  a  difpute,  but  the  iffue  was 
as  happy  as  the  interference  was  proper,  and  inftead  of  fo- 
menting difcord  between  the  two  Houfes,  it  had  been  the 
means  of  promoting  their  future  harmony. 

Still,  however,    there  were  othef  reafons  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  fome,  gentlemen,  ought  to  preclude  any  motion 
on  the  fubjedh    They  profefled  to  trjink  that  an  impeach- 
ment 


feent  did  not  abate  by  adiflblution  of  Parliament,  but  that 
bo  cane  to  any  vote  upon  it,  would  feem  to  pledge  the  Houfe 
to  prxeed  with   this  particular  impeachment.     They  were 

EL.nes  that  the  general  principle  fliould  be  feparated  from 
!  particular  cale,   and  when    the   impeachment  of  Mr. 
ngs  was  fairly  got  rid  of,  the  Houfe,  they  thought, 
difpofe  of  the  principle  at  their  leifure.     T hofe  who 
thus,   were  the  movers  of  an  abftraft  queftion,  not  he, 
j  advifed  the  Houfe  to  aflert  an  abftra&  privilege  in  ge-  / 

terms;  but  by  no  means  to  do  fo,  till  they  had  firft 
Ted  the  cafe  to  which  it  auplied  ;  to  fettle  the  point  of 
bnt  not  till  they  had  fuffered  the  prifoner  to  efcape. 
d  might  a  culprit  at  the  Old  Bailey,  or  hi>  Counfel  for 
after  hearing  his  indi&ment  read,  and  his  jury  impan- 
in  cafe  of  any  difficulty  in  point  of  law  arifing,  fay 
The  Court,  "  This  is  a  general  queftion  of  law,  and  1  am 
charged  with  a  particular  fa£t :  do  not  prejudge  my  cafe, 
fcj  deciding  on  the  point  of  law ;  fe  pa  rate  the  general  prin- 
ciple from  the  particular  cafe ;  fuffer  me  to  depart,  and 
ride  on  the  point  of  law  when  I  am  difmifTed  from  your 
b/,  and  in  no  danger  of  being  affr&ed  by  your  decifion." 
ii  would  be  a  proportion,  to  which,  he  apprehended,  nei- 
ihe  Court  nor  the  profecutor,  unlefs  he  were  a  collufive 
^itor,  would  be  very  ready  to  Men. 
ithout  any  fuch  attempt  at  refinement,  without  either 
tting  what  could  not  be  feparated,  or  blending  what 
fagtit  not  to  be  blended,  and  taking  for  his  model  the  vote 
tin  the  impeachment  of  Lord  Danby,  after  a  diflbiution  of 
Parliament,  he  (hould  move  a  plain  pra£tical  refolution, 
'  "  That  it  appears  that  an  impeachment  by  this  Houfe,  in 
f  the  name  of  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  in  Parliament 

*  aflembled,  and  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  againft 

*  Warren  H  a  ft  i  ngs,  Efq.  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal, 
u  for  lundry  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  is  now  depend- 

Sir  Peter  Burrell  having  read  the  refolution, 

Mr.  Erjkine  r#fe,  and  after  complimenting  Mr.  Burke  on      Mr.  ! 

tfte  wit  and  eloquence  of  his  fpeech,  faid,  that  if  it  had  been   E.fcine 
hi  parpofe  to  endeavour  by  argument  to  have  negatived  the 
'  tefotation  propofed  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  he 
ftotrid  better  have  known  his  flat  ion  than  to  prefent  himfelf 
to  the  Houfe  in  the  very  front  of  the  debate ;  that  he  would  | 

!  lave  contented  himfelt  with  fupporting  his  opinion,  what-  i 

j  «*«  it  might  ultimately  have  been,  in  fome  later  ftage  of  * 

the  argument,  after  its  foundations  had  been  laid  by  perfons  j 

pf  greater  parliamentary  experience,  and  poffeffed  of  more  * 

|  Wuie  to  investigate  fo  complicated  a  fubjed,  and  of  fuch  I 

[  infinite  magnitude  and  importance.      He  could  therefore  I 

aflure  J 
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affure  the  Houfe,  that  it  was  from  an  unfeigned  fenfe  of 
own  inability  and  want  of  preparation,  when  computed  m 
the  difficulty  and  probable  confequencesof  the  bufinefs  tl 
were  engaged  in;  that  led  him  to  offer  himfelf  to  the  Cb; 
man's  notice  before  ihe  difcuflion  had  been  advanced  in, 
order  the  more  fealbnahly  to  fugged  the  propriety  of  dej 
ring  the  decidon,  and  appointing  a  Committee  to  fearch 
precedents  on  the  fuhjiQ;  by  which  courfe  alone  an  aflc 
bl v  io  very  popular  could  come  to  a  decHion  with  the  p 
cifion  necvd\ry  on  fuch  a  momentous  ©ccalion,  and  coni 
ently  with  that  digniiv  which  they  ought  always  to  prefei 
i»>  the  eyes  of  the  Public  which  they  repr  fentf-d; 

It  wps  the  invariable  piaclice  of  both  Houfes  of  Pari 

merit  to  fearch  for  precedents  on  all  f  uhjects  of  deliberaf 

wheie  the  resolutions  of  either  Houfe  might  be  expecled 

guide  or   influence  the  decifion;  and  that  that  mode  had 

centiy   been   adopted,  aimed  as  of  courfe,  on  a    fubjt.3< 

the    greated    concern   indeed,  bin  rot   of    greater    nove 

and  difficulty  than  the  prefent.     He  was  farther   prompt 

to  the  motion  he  meant  to  make  for  fearching  precedents 

the  language  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  mot 

the  redd  ut  ion;  for  though  f  r  the  reaions  affigned  by  H 

.    he  did  not  detail  the  principles  or  precedents  on  which  J 

refolution  was  founded,   yet  he  informed  the  Houfe,  thatj 

had  fought  its  foundation  in  every  extant  record  and  hifioj 

and  had  collected  the  information  of  every   mind  capable 

adding    their  lights' to   his  own  upon  the  fubjc&»     Thi 

were,  indeed,  neceffary  preparatives ;  but    it    fliould  be  1 

mernbered  that  if  they  exided,  as  he  had  no  doubt  they  di 

with  the  right  honom  able  gentleman  who  framed  the  motio 

they  were  equally  neceffary  for  the  Members  of  the  Hon 

who  were  to  decide  upon  it.     Minds   with  fuch  lights  ai 

information   as  belonged  to  the  right   honourable   move 

few,   indeed,  if  any,    could  boad  of;    but  that  refle*9ie 

rather  added  to   the  propriety  of  differing  others  to  coll© 

materials  for  judgement,  and  to  obtain  time  for  deliberation 

In  reflecting  on  the   fitted  mode  of  endeavouring  tocoi 

vince  the  Houfe  of  the  expediency  of  appointing  the  Con 

mitt^e  he  which  fliouKl  move  for,  a  dilemma  prefented  itfel 

If  on  the  one  hand  he  fhbuld  red  the  fitnefsof  his  propofitic 

on  general   obfervations,    without   invert igating   the  pr*0 

dents  which   created  the  doubts  and  difficulties  of  the  que 

tion.   he  might  hapjien   to  fail  in  imprefling  the  Houfe  thi 

any  doubts   or  difficulties  exirted;  and  if  in  avoiding  thi 

•  failure  he  mould"  enter  at  large  into  the  precedents  he  W 

examined,  it  might   be  obj&ed  to  him  that  he  had  himfe 

exhibited  the  materials  which  he  was' praying  leifure  to  cd 

left.     He  fhould  however  purfue  the  lad  as  the  properej 

*  -  count 


irfe,  not    thinking  that  his   particular  pofleflion  of  thfc 
lents  would  remove  the  necefiity  of  a*   Committee  co 
hfor  them  ;  for  how  could  the  Houfe  take  his  collection 
th&ut  examination  to  he  authentic,  orH>e  fure   th:-re  were 
t  many  others   behind  which  were  ftiil  unexamined   and 
own.      Much  of  the  debae  might  hr fides  turn  on  the 
ng  and  recollecting  and  comparing  of  dates,  and  upon 
ricical  examination  of  the  very  wording  of  the  different 
rities  and  relblutions  which  no  human  mind  could  any 
€  manage'  without  notes  of  them,,  far  lefs  in  the  collih\>n 
fech  a  debate  in  an  aflembly  fo  numerous  and  fluctuating 
the  Houfe  of  Commons*. 
Before,   however,  he  had  recourfe  to  the  few  precedent* 
had  (een  on  the  fubjedfc,  a  great  preliminary  quellion  pre- 
ted  itfelf ;  on  the  due  contideration  of  which,  all  their 
dity  undoubtedly  mult  depend,  viz.  By  what  rule,  and 
n  what  principles,   the  fuhjeft  was  to  he  inveftigated; 
to  fpeak   more  plainly,  was  it  a  queftion  of  privilege  to 
dec  it  led  by  expediency,  or  a  queftion  of  law  to  be  deter- 
by  rule  ?     No  man  prized  more  highly  the  privileges 
the  Commons  than  himlelf ;   his  fhort  political  exiftence 
fc  a  former  Parliament  was  begun  and  ended  in   a  llruggle 
tepreferve  them  ;  he  maintained  th-jm  under  the  aufpices  of 
his  tnoft  excellent  friend  near  him  (Mr.  Fox)  and  he  re-' 
brned  to  his   feat  again  with  the   fame  principles.     But  the 
peftion  tefore  the  Houfe  was,  in  his  mind,  totally  foreign 
totvery  principle  of  privilege.     It  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
>ur.  queftion  of  law,  and  which  the  rules  of  law  could  con- 
uentiy  alone  determine-     It  was  to  give  to  all  jhe  fubjecls 
of  England  under  the  fixed  ftanda.'d  of  the  law,  the  poilef- 
fion  of  life,   pi operty,  freedom,  and  reputation  ;  by  this  all 
the  privileges  ot  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  been  for  ages 
directed.      By  t he fe  privileges,  the  rights,  and  liberties  of  the 
fubjefi  had  been,  onS after  another,  maintained  and  ena£ted 
into  law,  in  ^iiiFerent^iges   of  our  hiftory  ;  and  God  forbid 
that  after   rhey,  had  l>een    thus   gloiioufly    fought   for  by 
tUir  patriot  aotciU>?s  in  that  place,  they  (hould  be  at  once 
fa  too'e  again  by  the  Houfe  in  the  meridian  of  its  authority, 
giving  law  to  a  court  of  juftice,  and  diclating  the  ftate  of 
its  own  profecution  to  thofe  judges  appointed  by  the  con- 
ftitution  to  decide  it. 

Th;  objefrion  he  had  to  the  refutation  wi?,  that  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  judicial.  If  the  motion  had  been  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Managers,  on  the  principle  that  the  Houfe 
[  would  not  entertain  doubts  of  the  evidence  of  its  own  profe- 
cution, but  would  consider  the  continuance  of  it  a?  of  courfe, 
leaving  the  JLords  to  decide  on  it  as  a  matter  of  judicature, 
nich  lefs  objection   could  have- been  taken   to  that  courfe 
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of  proceeding;  but  the  refolution  feemed  to  prefup] 
doubts  of  the  continuance  thkt  had  never  been  ftirred, 
quitted  them  by  a  refolution  that  the  impeachment  ^as  ; 
fending.  This  feemed  not  only  the  affumption.  of  judi 
authority,  but  a  declaration  which  might  pledge  the  He 
to  give  it  more  than  judicial  efFedt.  ti is  appreheiifion  i 
not  the  confluence -of  any  lofs  of  privilege  by  a  differ* 
with  the  Peers,  an  apprehenfion  vain  and  unfounded,  bat 
thought  that  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  by  the  wei] 
of  their  high  privileges  fhould  rather  be  anxious  to  uph< 
the  courfe  of  law,  and  give  fupport  to  the  balance  .of  1 
ftate,  than  to  exert  them  againft  the  one  or  the  other. 

He  faid  he  would  now  proceed  to  lay  the  foundation 
his  argument,  by  maintaining  that  the  prefeiu  ftate  of  C 
impeachment,  be  it  what  it  might,  was  a  pure  que  ft  ion 
law  ;  to  be  decided  by  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  fitting  as 
Court  of  Impeachment  on  the  inquifiiion  of  the  Common! 
H  Court,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  as  much  an  Engli 
Court  of  criminal  law,  as  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  or  tl 
Quarter  Seffions  of  iiny  county  in  the  kingdom.  That 
was  impoffible  to  deny  this,  without  infilling  that  the  Maj 
na  Chartaof  the  kingdom,  and  the  thirty  ftatutes  confirms 
tory  of  it;  were  all  repealed ;  or  at  lead  that  though  exiiririj 
for  fubordinate  purpofes,  they  could  in  the  prefent  inft&nq 
be  made  to  bend  to  the  will  of  one  branch  of  the  legifiaton 

The  firft  ftruggles  of  our  auceftorft  was  to  fix  deeply  an* 
immoveably  the  root  of  all  found  and  rational  liberty,  bj 
bringing  juftice,  criminal  and  civil,  to  a  precife  ftandardj 
arbitrary  and  anomalous;  proceedings  by  which  the  fubjefl 
was  queftioned  before  jurifdi&ions  not  defined  by  law,  aod 
expofed  to  trials  and  judgements  afcertained  by  no  legal 
ftandard,  was  the  great  vice  of  the  ancient  government  at 
England;    and  the   grievance  which  f?ft  called  forth  the 
fpirit  and  wifdom  of  the  founders  of  Itf^fconftitution  to  pot 
an  end  to  thefe  worft  of  evils,  and  tfr  \%Hg  the  enjoyment 
of  life,  property,  and  liberty,  withif*  ^VWain  unequivocal 
prote&ion  of  pofitive  law,  was  the  vet  V  °Rl^  0f  tne  Magna 
Charta,  and  was  amply  fecured  by  the  twenty-ninth  chapter, 
Which  enaded,  that  no  man  fhould. be  taken,  or  imprifoned, 
or  deprived  of  any  property,  privilege,    or  franchife,    but 
by  the  judgement  of  his  equals,  or   the  law  of  the  land. 
Under  fuch  alternative,  therefore,  every  Englifli  trial  muft 
be  had ;  a  jury,  of  equals  muft  decide  in  all  cafes  on  the  life 
or  perfcn  of  an  Englifh  commoner,  uniefs  where  there  were 
exceptions  by  immemorial  cuftom,  or  pofitive  ftatute;  to 
other  words,  by  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  trial,  by  impeachment  was  one  of  thefe  exception* 
and  its  only  foundation  muft  therefore  be  Eoglifh  law,  and 

confequentty 
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I    cafequendy  the  courfe  of  proceeding  under  it  could  never 

Lbe  changed  or  abrogated  by  a  refolution  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  but  muft  be  changed  alone  by  the  entire  Legifla- 
reof  the  kingdom.     This  facred  fecurity  of  the  Englifli 
>rernment  the  Magna  Charta  firft  eftablifhed;-  and  its 
; .  rty  confirmatory  ftatures,  with  their  ftrong,   deep,  and 
atenwifted  roots,  bound  faft  the  fpreading  tree  of  our  liber- 
often  fhaken,  indeed,  but  never  loofened,  by  the  con-   * 
riing  tempefts  of  ages  ;  and  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had 
flood  as  a  fence  round  it,  and  planted  new  laws  for  its 
Iter  and  pfefervation. 

The  trial  by  impeachment,  eftablifhed  by  the  moft  ancient 

je,  was  unqueftionably  an  inftitution  neceflary  for  the 

fervaricn  even  of  the  laws  themfelves,  and  all  the  fjbeu- 

ies  of  the   Government;  but   it   was   inftituted  by  the 

oc  cautious  wifdom,  and  tempered  with  that  juft  and  be- 

clent  fpirit,  which  fo  peculiarly  charaderifed  Englifh 

fprudence.     In  times  when  the  power  of  the  Crown  and 

fubordinate  executive  magiftrates  would,  without    doe 

tbeck,  have  laid  wade  all  the  rights  of  the  fubjejft,  and 

when  even  the  Judges  of  the  law  were  but  too  often  the 

ndinate  engnes   of  oppreffion,  it  became  neceflary  to 

provide  a  tribunal  where  criminals  could  be  queftioned  whofe 

-^hority  or  means  of  corruption  might  over-awe  or  feduce 

the  ordinary  courts  and  ministers  of  juftice.     But  though 

fpurred  on  by  neceflity,  no  lefs  than  the  fupport,  or  rather 

I te  eiiftence  of  infant  popular  rights  ftruggling  in  ancient 

limes  for  felf-prefervation,    but  now  eftablifhed  beyond  fear 

Linger,  even  then  mark  the  wifdom  and  providence  of 

V- founders  of  the  constitution;  they  did  not  forget  the 

tfrty  of  the  criminal,  even,  in  providing  for  the  fuperior 

ty  of  the  ftate.     When  they  conferred  an  inquifitorial 

fdi&ion  on  one  branch  of  the  Legiflature,  they  recolledled 

over-ruling  influence  and  authority  of  fuch  an  accufer, 

ind  therefore  conferred  tlie  power  of  judicature  upon  a  co- 

-     il  branch  of  the  government,  which,  from  being  fuperior 

■  we  or  influence,  actuated  by  different  interefts,  antf  di- 

f  ttied  by  diffimilar  prejudices,  was  likely  to  hold  even  th# 

inccof  this  neceflary  and  fuperior  court' of  jufl  ice. 

By  this  mode  of  confidering  the  fubjeifc  (and  it   was  fo 

confi  lered  by  Mr,  Juftice  Blackftone,  and  every  other  writer 

*i  authority)  the  trial  by  impeachment  flood  harmoniouily 

confident  with  the  entire  conftitution,   and   with  all  the 

analogies  of  law.     By  this  mode  of  confidering  it,  it  could 

alone  be  reconciled  with  Magna   Charta;  for  though  the 

party  impeached  was  not  tried  indeed  by  his  equals,  becaufe 

bis  equals  were  his  accufers,  yet  he  was  flill  tried  by  the  law 

of  the  bad,  the  alternative  in  the  wording  of  the  ftatute, 

Vol.  XXVIII,  Z  which 
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which  he  could  not  be  if  an  impeachment  were  not  a  branch 
pf  the  eftabliflied  criminal  juftice  of  England. 

Befides  this  legal  proceeding  by  impeachment  before  the 
Peers  of  the  realm  as  a  court  of  criminal  law,  it  would   ap- 
pear, he  laid,  by  an  infpe<Stion  of  the  ancient  records  of 
Parliament,  many  of  which  he  had  examined,  as  collected 
by  Lord  Chief  Juftice  Kale  in  a  manufcript  printed  by  Mr. 
Hargrave,  but  not  publiftied,  that  the  Lords  anciently  drew 
Commoners  before  them  on  the  ace  u  fat  ion  of  individuals, 
contrary  to  Magna  Cbarta  and  the  vaiious  confirmatory 
flatutes.      That  repeated  complaints  were  made  of  thefe 
abufes  by  the  Commons,  and  that  at  laft  they  were  declared 
to  be  utterly  void,  and  were  formally  abolifhed  by  the  fta- 
tute,  1  ft  of  Henry  the  Fourth,  chap.    14th.     The  Lords* 
however,  for  fome  time,  feemed  to  have  difregarded  the  fta- 
tute,  till  upon  a  private  impeachment  of  Lord  Clarendon  by 
Lord  Briftol,  the  Houfe  of  Lords  referred  the  queftion  tor 
the  Judges,  who  declared  fuch  a  proceeding,  on  the  accufa-   \ 
tion  of  an  individual,  to  be  contrary  to  law,  coming,  as  Lord   ; 
Hale  expreffed  it  in   the  91ft  page  of  the  work  alluded  to,  j 
within  the  words  pf  the  29th  capter  of  Magna  Charta,  Ntc  j 
fuptr  eum  ih\mu\y    ncc  fupcr  eum  ponem><s.     Lord  Hale  added,  t 
that  from  that  time  an  impeachment  by   the  Commons  of  j 
Great  Britain  was  the  only   cafe  in   which  a  Commoner 
cculd  be  fu' jefied  by  law   to  the  judicature  of  the,  Peers, 
Afluming  then  an  irri  peach  men  r  to  be  a  legal  profecution,  on 
the  accuiaiion  of  the  Commons,  before  the   Lords'    Houfe, 
could   it    be  any  longer  a  queftion,  by   which  of  the  two 
Houies  every  matter  that  the  accuied  had  a  direct  intereJl 
in  for  his  preservation,  fhould  be  adjudged?     Common  fenfe 
and  common  juftice  equally  revolted  at  a  judgement  affecYmg 
theaccufed,  delivered  by  theaccufer.     The  court  that  was 
to  judge  him,  could  alone  decide  it ;  and  it  Ihould  be  left  to 
its  decifion,    without  being  led  to  it  by  authority,  influ- 
ence, or  fear,  which  .were  all  alike  hoftile  to  the  impartial 
deliberations  of  juftice. 

If  the  Commons,  therefore,  on  examination  of  the  fub- 
j'edt,  ihould  have  reafon  to  think  that  confiftently  with.a  fe- 
Ties  of  former  judgements  of  the  Lords  in  fimilar  cafes,  a  per- 
fon  impeached  had  a  legal  right  to  be  difmiffed  from  the  im- 
peachment, by  a  diffolution  of  the  Parliament,  they  ought 
ftudioufly  to  forbear  by  an  exercife  of  their  own  authority, 
to  place  any  perfon  accufed  by  themfelves,  in  a  worfe  con- 
dition before  his  judges,  than  he  might  ftand  in  without  fuch 
interference.  And  rather  repair  the  defect  of  the  law  by  a 
profpeclive  ftatute,  than  deprive  an  individual  of  the  protec- 
tion of  it,  by  an  ex  pojlfafto  refolution. 

He  faid  it  appeared  to  him  that,  the  jurifdiftion  of  decid- 
ing 
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ing  on  the  exi Hence  or  flate  of  the  impeachment,  as  it  might 
kaffecled  by  the  dfflblution  of  Parliament,  was  a  quellioii 
equally  judicial,  with  any  othet  that  might  occur  in  the 
courfe  of  trial.  For  that  the  Lords  might  be  obliged  to  de- 
cide it  upon  the  objection  of  the  perlon  accufed.  And  he 
could  not  conceive*  that  the  Commons  had  a  privilege  to  af- 
fect the  Jlate  of  the  prifoner  in  judgement.  If  the  Lords,  in- 
deed, were,  rrulu  fidt\,  to  give  a  judgement  hoftile  to  the  va- 
lidity of  an  impeachment,  and  contrary  to  eftablifhed  rule 
jndcuftom;  which,  m  the  abfence  of  ftatute,  could  alone 
determine  what  was  law;  fuch  a  proceeding  would  deferve 
tlie  molt  ferious  consideration,  as  a  dangerous  abufe  of  judi- 
cial authority.  But  ftill  the  queftion  of  judicature  would 
not  be  changed,  by  the  poflibllity  of  fuch  a  fuppoiition,  and 
h equally  remained  to  be  decided  by  precedent,  what  the 
Drilom  and  rule  of  proceeding  hdd  heen,  which  eltablifhed  the 
law.  For  he  never  would  admit  that  policy,  however  wife 
or  expedient*  however  urgent,  could  alter  the  rule  by  which 
ai  Fnglifli  fuhjedt,  under  the  Englifh  law,  had  an  unquef- 
Lonable  privilege  to  be  judged. 

If  the  decifion  then  was  with  the  Lords,  it  was  next  to  be 
flammed  by  what  rule  it  ought  and  might  be  expecled  to 
be  decided  by  them ;  for  that  too  muft  be  fettled  before  the 
precedents  could  be  ftated  with  effect.  He  faid,  if  the  rules 
of  decilion  were  not  to  be  found  in  the  Lords'  Journals, 
re  were  they  to  be  fought  for,  and  what  rule  of  law  for 
the  protection  of  the  fubjeft  could  exift  ?  And  was  it  to  be 
I  dieted,  that  after  the  virtue  and  wifdorn  of  ages  had  been 
exerted  for  the  fecurity  of  the  fubjedt,  againfl:  every  fpecies 
of  arbitrary  power  and  puniiliment  ;  was  it  to  be  believed, 
that  when  the  probability  of  oppreffion  in  acculations  of 
ftate  had  reduced  their  anceftors  to  provide  fo  many  fecuri- 
tiesagainft  vexation,  in  the  courfe  of  trial,  that  they  fhould 
purpofely  have  left,  without  bounds  or  limits,  an  engine  of 
power,  highly  neceffary  indeed,  but  like  every  other  power 
that  was  not  meafured  by  law,  deftruclive  of  all  the  happi- 
oris  and  fecurity  of  life  ?  He  apprehended  therefore,  that, 
the  Lords  muft  govern  themfelves  by  the  judgements  of  their 
own  Houfe  upon  fimilar  occasions,  and  muft  deal  with  him, 
if  he  were  placed  before  them*  as  they  had  dealt  with  others 
•n  judgement*  A  perfon  acculed,  had,  by  the  genius  of  the^ 
far,  a  right  to  come  under  the  protection  of  technical  and 
fcnnal  objections,  even  when  he  ftood  not  within  the  reafon 
of  them,  much  more  if  the  protection  irififted  on  were  found 
to  be  confident  with  the  whole  fpirit,  and  all  the  analogies 
of  juftice.  The  Court  of  King's  Bench  could  not  enforce 
Mr.  Wilkes's  outlawry,  though  valid  in  every  fubftantial 
POT,  becaufe  the  County  Courtj  where  he  was  proclaimed 
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and  exalted,  was  not  defcribed  upon  the  record  with  the  pre- 
dion fan&ioned  by  cuftom,  though  it  was  plain  to  a  common 
reader,  that  it  was  defcribed  fo  as  to  be  diftinguifhed  from 
any  other.  The  firft  inclination  of  the  mind  oppofed  fuch  a 
precedent.  But  the  defeat  of  juftice  in  that,  or  any  other 
particular  cafe,  was  nevej  lamented  beyond  its  meafore 
by  any  wife  man ;  becaufe  when  even  good  judges  muft  that 
fometimes  Hand  difappointed  in  the  juft  execution  of  law, 
from  the  ftri&nefs  neceflary  to  the  adminiftration  of  it;  tha 
example  formed  an  inexorable  barrier  againli  the  inroads  of 
power  and  tyranny,  in  cafes  where  policy  and  expediency 
might  eafily  be  warped  on  the  fpur  of  occafions,  to  confifcate 
property*  or  to  deftroy  liberty  and  life.  He  admitted  that  thai 
power  of  defeating  an  impeachment,  was  an  inconvenient 
and  exceptionable  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  But  not  maid 
dangerous  than  many  other  prerogatives  formerly  belongs 
ingtothe  Kings  of  England,  which  in  fubfequent  ageshaj|j 
been  taken  away.  But  how  taken  away?  Not  by  refokhj 
tjons  of  .their  inexpediency,  adled  upon  till  the  prerogative 
were  abandoned  without  ftatute,  but  by  the  regular  cour' 
of  legiflation,  the  Commons  employing  the  weight  of  the 
privileges  to  compel  confent  to  a  new  and  better  rule  < 
adfcion,  and  not  deftroy  ing  the  fandions  of  government, 
beating  down  one  dangerous  power  by  the  introduction  of  \ 
greater.  Mr.  Erfkine  therefore  infifted,  that  the  ftateof  tb 
impeachment  muft  be  decided  on  by  the  Court  where  1" 
Commons  by  law  had  lodged  it;  and  that  the  forn 
judgements  of  that  court  of  competent  jurifdt&ion  and  ad 
acquiefcing  Legiflature  conftituted  the  law  On  the  fubjedj 
By  an  acquiefcing  Legiflature,  he  meant,  that  when  a  fe*j 
lies  of  judgements,  by  a  court  of  competent  jurifdi&ion*' 
a  fortiori,  of  a  court  in  the  laft  refort,  had  eftablifhed  anyJ 
rule  of  decifion,  every  fubjeft  had  a  right  to  the  benefit  or 
it  in  judgement  while  the  rule  remained  in  exiftence,  unre-* 
verfed  by  the  authority  of  Parliament ;  and  that,  therefore* 
he  fhould  venture  to  confider  that  the  folution  of  the  qoef- 
tion  (let  it  be  difcufled  where  it  might)  depended  wholly  on 
the  judgements  of  the  Lords  in  fimilar  in  fiances,  to  be  col-1 
leded  from  their  different  ads,  as  found  in  the  journals  of 
that  Houfe. 

Mr.  Erfkine,  having  thus  laid,  what  he  called  the  foun- 
dation of  his  argument,  and  having  difcufled  the  abatement" 
of  writs  of  error  in  Parliament,  by  the  common  law,  befoiC 
1673,  at  a  length  beyond  the  limits  of  our  report,  was  adv 
vancincr,  to  the  precedents,  when  owing,  as  it  is  fuppofed* 
to  his  fatigue  in  the  courts,  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  day,  and 
the  intenfe  heat  of  the  Houfe,  told  the  Chairman  that  he  wau 
unable  to  purfue  his  argument* 

The 
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t      The  Speakr  rifing  next,  remarked,  that  after  having  ex-     The 
,    sained,  with  all  the  accuracy  and  attention  in  his  power,  Speaker. 

Iftch  precedents  as  were  analogous  to  the  cafe  in  queftion,  he 
felt  himfeif  warranted  in  declaring  that  each  of  them  went  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  the  impeachment  remaining  mjiatu  quo* 
He  traced  the  growth  and  developement  of  the  principle  of 
"  cipeachment  from  the  reign  of  Edward  IV.,  contending, 
a- he  proceeded,  that  in  its  relation  to  the  effedc  of  a  dif- 
[Wution,  its  was  precifely  the  fame  for  impeachments  as  for 
writs  of  error  and  appeal.  He  produced  various  inftances 
writs  of  error  not  abating  prior  to  1673,  and  thence 
'his  conclufipns,  that  the  report  of  the  Lords'  Cora- 
:ee,  and  the  refolutions  of  the  Lords  at  that  time,  which 
I  remained  unqueftioned  ever  fince,  were  founded  on  pre- 
Qts,  and  what  was  clearly  under  flood  to  be  the  pradHce 
Parliament;  that  the  report  and  refolution  of  1678,  re- 
ling  the  continuance  of  an  impeachment  after  a  diflblu- 
were  grounded  upon  that  of  1673,  becaufe  both  im- 
nents  and  writs  of  error  ftood  fo  ftrifily  conne&ed  in 
ciple,  that  it  was  impoffible  to  make  a  diftin&ion  be- 
en them;  that  the  refolution  of  1673  could  not  have 
l  adopted  merely  as  a  colourable  foundation  for  the  re- 
ution  of  1678,  becaufe  when  the  former  paffed  it  was 
offible  that  the  cafe  to  which  the  latter  applied  could 
been  forefeen ;  and  that  when  the  Earl  of  Danby  ap- 
to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  to  be  bailed  after  the 
flotation 'of  Parliament,  the  Court  recognized  the  doc- 
that  the  impeachmant  did  not  fall  .to  the  ground  in. 
equence  of  the  diffolution,  as  the  known  and  eftabliflied 
Unrot  Parliament.  On  the  precedent  of  1685,  by  which 
I  ths  refolution,  as  far  as  it  refpedted  impeachments,  was  re- 
•J,  it  might  be  necefTary  to  remark  that  its  authority 
of  no  avail,  the  Commons  having  been  corruptly 
cfen,  and  wholly  devoted  to  the  Court,  the  principal 
[tridence  for  the  profecution,  Titus  Oates,  convifled  of 
jury,  and  confequently  incompetent;  and  the  refolution 
elf  pafied  without  an  examination  of  precedents,  not  ge- 
[fterally  with  cxprefs  limitation  to  the  particular  cafe.  Pur- 
*  *ng  this  train  of  argument,  the  Speaker  inferred  that 
the  cafes  of  the  Lords  Saliftury  and  Peterborough, 
it  was  underftood  to  be  the  law  of  Parliament,  that 
achments  do  not  abate  by  a  diflblution,  and  that,  after 
ch  delay  and  management,  they  were  at  la  ft  difcharged 
l»J  a  refolution  ftridlly  applicable  to  their  particular  cafe, 
rmd  in  no  refpe&  affecting  the  general  queftion.  Even  the 
fccafe  of  the  Earl  of  Oxford,  in  the  year  1717,  would,  as  far 
tit  »t  proceeded,  warrant  a  fimilar  conc!^GnnP  It  behoved  the 
:Houfc  toufe  the  utmoft  circunifpe"iio  \  in  afctruinijtg  how 

far 
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fir  their  right  might  be  affefled  by  the  doubt  which  a] 
pointing  a»Committee  to  fearch  for  precedents  would  imp**; 
Let  the  friends  of  Mr.  Mattings  remember  that  his  cafe  w; 
unconnefled  with  the  general  queftion ;  that  if  it  were  p« 
per  for  the  Hoafe  to  proceed  againft  him,  the  renewal  i 
the  impeachment  would  be  a  greater  hardihip  than  to  tai 
it  up  where  it  now  tro^d  j  and  that,  at  all  events,  neittn 
the  length  of  the  proof,  nor  the  magnitude  of  the  criitK 
Could,  with  any  fhado'w  of  decency*  be  fuffered  to  prote^ 
the  criminal.  The  Speaker  earneiliy  advifed  the  Houfe  ni 
to  put  it  in  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  ifet  afide  an  impeacl 
ment  by  a  diflblurion,  or  of  the  Lords  to  defeat  it  by  delaj 
which,  as  they  might  choofe  on  what  and  how  many  daji 
they  would  fit  each  feflSon  of  Parliament,  they  might  1 
able  to  do,  were  a  difiblution  not  to  carry  it  into  effeq 
Upon  the  prefent  occafion,  it  certainly  was  the  duty  of  tSi 
Houfe  of  Common*  in ti rely  to  clear  away  all  doubts  whi^j 
might  have  arifcn  concerning  the  nature,  force,  and  ex  ted 
of  their  own  privileges;  and  to  ftamp  (if  he  might  ufe  ttl 
expreflion)  a  double  certainty  upon  the  cafe  in  queftion  ;  a* 
thus,  whilft  they  did  honour  to  themfelves,  to  confer  one 
the  moil  important  fervices  in  their  power  upon  pofterity. 
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Mr.  Hardinge  rifing  next,  obferved  that  no  confederation     'Mr. 

licit  of  the  earneft  wifhes  which  he  felt  to  mark  the  weight  Hardinge, 

of  prejudice  in  bis  mind,  that  had  been  counterbalanced  by 

wright  of  opinion,  could  have  induced  him,  after  the  bri-l- 

iaot  and  argumentative  difplay  of  talents  which  had  per- 

tided  by   much  the  greater  part  of  the  debate,  to  trefpafs 

n  the  attention  of  the  Committee ;  he  could  fafely  affure 

right  honourable  gentleman  that  he  was  not  one  of  the 

verts  to  whom  he  had  alluded,  but  fteadily  perfevered  in 

fentiraents  he  had  before  exprefled  by  act  as  well  as  by 

ds,  that  it  would  have  ftamped  a  mark  of  infamy  upon 

le  Commons  of  England,    if  they  had   not  accufed   Mr. 

bftings  as  a  culprit  of  ftate   upon  the  evidence  laid  before 

bra.     He  did  not  hefitate  to  add,  that  if  the  law  ihould  ex-* 

apt  this  culprit  from  any  further  trial  upon  his  impeach* 

Bret,  and  exempt  him  by  the  diflblution  of  Parliament  alone, 

leflxrald,    in  a  political  view,  reflect  upon  it  as  a  calamity 

f  the  deepeft  irnpreffion,  with  a  reference  to  that  particular 

Bipeachment.     He  would  aifo  admit  and  profefs,  with  fome 

the  gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  debate,  that 

would  be  a  political-evil,*  much  to  be  deprecated,  with  a 

trence  to  the  difahility  impofed  upon  the  King's  right  of 

ardoning  an  impeachment,  as  it  proceeds,  if  the  King,  by  a 

Solution  can  terminate  this  mode  of  trial  aimed  at  a  f a- 

write  Minifter  by  the  public  fpirit  of  the  kingdom.     Yet*  ! 

*wou  d  embrace  t^e  calamity  in  both  of  thefe  views,  before 

would  buy  them  off  at  the  expence  of  thofe  rights  and  li- 

icrties  which  he  could  never  feparate  from  a  government  by 

paw,  and  which  he   was  bound,  with  as  much  firmnefs  to 

wpport  as  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings,  or  of  other 

itch  delinquents,  where  it  could  be  legally  purfued.     He 

Iras  aware  of  the  jealoufy  entertained  in  that  Houfe  againft 

legal  analogies,  and   had  no   wifh  to   reprefs   it.     No  man 

tould  be  more  averfe  to  them  than  himfelf  in  parliamentary 

Abate,  if  they  were  technical  or  adverfe  to  the  genius  and 

ipirit  of  the  conflitution.     He  would  appeal  to  no  fuch  teft, 

fcot  refcr  the  Committee  and  himfelf  to  the  law  and  cuftoifl 

^f  Parliament,  by  which  he  underftood  the  general  nature  of 

■its  powers   in  a  liberal  view   of  them — the  rights  it  has  af- 

inned,  and  the  duties  it   has  confefled,  by  the  tenor  of  its 

conduct,  as  well    by    its   mere  authorities  of  decifion.     It 

*wouid  be  material  to  delineate,  fhortly,  the  character  which 

ifas  cor.ftftution  had  given  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  and 

4-crds,  and  it  would  help  to  elucidate  the  point  in   debate. 

He  was  eager  to  difown  the  idea  given  of  the  Commons  by 

^Sir  Francis  Winnington  upon  the  Earl  of  Stafford's  trial,  and 

*hich  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (whom  they  had  juft 

•  Icard  with  fo  much  pleafure)  had  read   with  an  emphaGs 

that 
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that  marked  approbation,  in  which  the  fenfe  of  the  Hou£ 

had  apparently  followed  him. — He  refufed  that  humiliating 

as  well  as  falfe  image,  that  proceedings  in  Parliament  of  thi 

nature  were  kept  alive,  becaufe  the  Commons  were    th 

fame,  though  with  a  new   reprefentation.     This  idea  infi 

nuated  that  the  people  out  of  doors  were  the  Commons  o 

England,  and  the  Reprefentatives  of  the  people  were  thei 

attornies  or  agents— It  was,  he  conceived,  the  peculiar  beaut 

and  pride  of  theEnglifli  government,  in  the  popular  fcalec 

it,  that  all  fuch  Reprefentatives  were  perfectly  independen 

of  the  people,  and  were  themfelves,  during  the  legal  coo 

tinuance  of  their  powers,  the  Commons  of  the  land.     It  fat 

lowed  from  this  principle,  that  the  Commons  of  one  Paris* 

ment  were  unfettered  by  their  predeceflbrs,  and  would  nc 

ver  give  them  credit  for  proceedings  which  had  not  receive 

the  land  ion  of  law*     It  followed  equally,   that    when  th 

Parliament  was  at  an  end,  their  controul  over  the  rights  c 

the  fubje&,  and  their  fupport  of  thefe  rights  were  equally* 

at  an  end.     The  idea  of  taking  up  an  old  proceeding  in  Jht 

quo,  as  it  is  called,  was  refuted  by  a  fair  defcription  of  ai 

their  powers,  and  of  the  limits  to  which  they  were  confined 

x  If  a  day  was  given  for  attendance,  and  the  day  arrived  in  t 

new  Parliament,  the  next  Houfe  of  Commons  could  not  *i 

upon  it*     If  the  Commons  imprifoned  for  a  contempt,  di 

door  of  their  prifon  was  opened,  when  thofe  who  imprifonej 

were  no  more.     If  the  Commons,  as  a  part  of  the  legiity 

ture  had  framed  a  bill,  and  their  meflenger  was  carrying i 

up  to  the  Lords,  when  the  King  difTolved  the  Parliamenl-j 

1       no  future  Houfe  could  proceed  upon  that  ftage  of  the  bifl 

but  the  wh;  le  was  to  be  taken  up  again.     If  fuch  a  bill  Wj 

in  the  nature  of  a  public  charge  againft  a  culprit  of  ftate,  i 

an  attainder,  and  bills  of  penalty,  the  fame  rule  attach* 

upon  it,  and  the  culprit  (in  effe&,    though  in  a  differed 

fhape)  would  efcape,  unlefs  the  whole  proceeding  fhould  b( 

taken  up  de  novo,  as  if  it  had  never  been  moved  one  ftep 

In  impeachments  the  Commons  had  a  very  peculiar  chanc 

ter  as  accufers — they  had  no  judgement  either  to  acquit  01 

condemn  any    more  than   other   parties   who  profecutei 

They  had  no  judgement  of  direction  as  to  the  mode  of  pi* 

ceeding,  or  the  extent  of  judicial  powers  in  the  coart,  A 

whofe  bar  they  appeared,  but  they  had  a  judgement  of  difabfo 

ing,  at  any  period,  by  their  own  difcretion,  all  farther  &qt 

in  that  court,  and  could  make  it  wait  for  their^/Stf,  wbetW 

*  the  juftice  they  had  invoked  fhould  or  ftiould  not  be  carria 

into  effedt     1  he  Houfe  of  Lords  fell  under  the  fam*  difatf 

Hty,  and  enjoyed  the  fame  independence  in  its  legiflatitf 

character.     In  its  judicial,  it  could  not  imprifon  for  a  da* 

*r  a  minute,  beyond  that  which  clofed  the  Parliament  J  *j* 
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he  would  here  deny,  that  even  in  treafon,  where  the  com- 
mitment was  by  the  Houfe  of  Lords  upon  an  impeachment, 
tecuftody  which  remained,  or  the  difcretion  of  hail  upon 
it  is  the  courts  of  law,  proved  an  indefinite  power  (to  extend 
""  irprifonment  for  the  ends  of  juftice,  beyond  the  duration  of 
Parliament,  (as  it  had  been  argued)  and  dated,  that  in  his 
they  proved  the  diredt  reverfe.  He  conceived  that  the 
Corpus  A&  met  the  cafe  of  high  treafon,  by  confi- 
ig  the  original  commitment,  and  the  original  caufe  of  it 
legal  or  illegal ;  and  that  remand,  bail,  or  discharge,  had  no 
"  rence  to  any  fuppofed  controul  of  the  Lords  over  their 
rit,  after  the  Parliament  was*  at  an  end,  by  virtue  of 
r  inherent  powers*  He  at  leaft  contended,  that  if  the 
mitment  remained  by  virtue  of  fuch  powers,  it  applied 
ly  to  thofe  cafes;  and  he  would  afk  one  qneftion,  which 
two  or  three  words,  explained  their  want  of  power  to 
ke  their  own  culprit  amenable  after  a  Parliament  was 
cbfed.  He  would  afk  what  imprifonment  reflrained  Mr. 
Hidings,  or  kept  him  even  in  the  kingdom  ?  He  would  afk 
tbt  penalty  of  bail  was  a  guard  over  him,  or  his  friends  ? 

•  vouldafk  if  any  lawyer,  (Parliamentary  or  in  Weftmin- 
ter  Hall)  would  affert,  that  Mr.  Haftings  and  his  bail  could, 
Pfon  impeachment  for  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  be 
'licked  between  Parliament  and  Parliament,  by  an  order  of 
ftc  Lords.  Indeed  if  they  could,  it  would  follow,  that  an- 
c  itly  imprifonment  would  or  might  have  been  indefinite 
■  the  mercy  of  the  King,  in  all  cafes  of  impeachment  for 
high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors.  If  it  be  faid  no,  <c  the  courts 
I  may  remand  the  culprit  or  not,  by  their  difcretion ;  as  it 
f1  is  admitted  they  can  upon  impeachments  fnr  high  treafon." 
licanfwered,  <c  (hew  me  firft  the  impeachment  upon  a  charge 

*  for  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  or  even  the  bail  exift- 
|   og  after  the  Parliament ;  and  he  would  fee  what  the  courts 

law  have  done  with  it.*  He  would  ftate  one  dilemma 
By  difficult,  if  not  impoffible,  to  be  folved.  If  the  Lords 
■mot  imprifon  at  all,  or  bail  for  a  time  beyond  the  Parlia- 
lent,  upon  impeachment  for  high  crimes,  and  may  yet  pro- 
id  tnfiaiu  quo  at  a  new  Parliament;  the  power  is  a  mockery 
f  joftice,  for  they  have  no  prifoner.  If  they  could,  on  the 
iber  hand,  imprifon  him  till  the  next  Parliament,  tiny  could 
tore  done  it  indefinitely,  as  long  as  it  pleafed  the  King  to 
Hbmtimie  Parliament.  If  the  courts  of  law  could  inter- 
ne—in  treafon,  it  proves  a  difcretion  of  thofe  courts,  which 
Ight  break  in  upon  the  fecurity  intended  by  the  commit- 
as  the  z&  of  the  Lords.  He  would  fay  a  few  words 
two  other  judicial  powers  exercifed  by  the  Lords — the 
of  trying  appeals— and  the  power  of  trying  peers  by 
al  of  indidment.    Upon  writs  of  error  they  could 

not 
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flir  in  the  next  Parliament  by  the  common  law,  if  the  em 
was  not  reverfed  or  affirmed  in  the  former  Parliament*  Th 
difabiiity  had  extended  itfelfeven  to  the  cafe  of  prorogate 
in  early   times.    Lord  Hale  fays,  in  a  manufcript  wnttfl 
with  his  own  hand,  and  which  he  (Mr.  Hardingc)  had  po 
ufed,  that  he  was  prefent  when  the  Lords  determined,  tfy 
in  prorogation,  writs  of  error  abated  (unlefs  by  fpecial  orfi 
continued)  but  that  in  1673  it  was  firft  other  wife  determiil 
ed.     He  affirms,  however,  that  by  di Ablution  of  Parliaraei 
the  writ  of  error  completely  abates,  and  he  wrote  be&f 
1678.     He  adds,  that  he  has  known 
true,  that  now  writs  of  error  do  not 
refpeft  t lie  order  of  1678  has  been  a£ 
the  law  was  originally  different,  it  proves  the  idea  withgn 
force,  that  "  injiatu  quo"  was  out  of.  fight,  even  upon  wrt 
of  error,  and  the  analogy  would,  in  that  view  of  it,  appl 
to  impeachments.    But  he  denied  the  analogy  between  tha 
if  it  be  contended,  that  becaufe  writs  of  error  do  not  aW 
impeachments  can  be  taken  up  in  Jfatu  quo.     In  writs  of  4 
ror  the  record  remains,  and  fo  in  impeachments ;  but  in  wr 
of  error  there  is  no  evidence.     And  he  wouIJ  a&,  if  tin 
was  an  in  fiance  in   the  Houfe  of  Lords,  or  in   trie  otS 
courts  of  juftice,  where  the  new  Houfe  of  Lords,  or  thew 
court,  if  the  original  record  was  before  them,  carried  opt 
»         evidence  injiatu  quo  upon  criminal  proceedings  ?    This  q« 
tion  led  him  to  another,  which   he  addrefled  to    tha  rij 
honourable  gentleman  over  againft  him — Does  he  mean 
the  term  "  depending,'  that  the  record  is  in  court,  fo  til 
Mr.  Ha  (lings  may  be  called  again  to  plead,  or  does  he  md 
that  the  evidooce  is  to  go  on  wh  re  it  left  off?     Ambigui 
was  to  be  avoided  in  fuch  a  refolution  ;  and  he  mi^ht  bc\ 
opinion,  that  "in  one  fenfe  of  the  word  an  impeachmd 
was  depending"  ft  ill,  and  that  in  the  other  it  was  not. 

Upon  the  topic  of  precedents,  the  firft  important  fa&  A 
Aruck  him  was,  that  from  the  time  that  impeachments  beg* 
down  to  the  year  1678,  not  one  inftance  was  to  be  found* 
an  impeachment  continued  by  the  next  Parliament.— 4 
was  probable,  that  fome  of  thefe  earlier  impeachments  wq 
clofed  within  the  Parliament  which  firft  adopted  thero,  h( 
theCcumittee  woirfd  recollect  how  very  fhort  thrcontim 
ance  of  each*  Parliament  ufed  to  be  in  thofe  periods. — I 
might,  therefore,  be  fairly  fuppofed  that  many  of  thofe  prt 
ceedings  died  a  fudden  death,  by  the  King's  power  in  term! 
nating  the  court. — It  would  as  little  be  forgotten,  that  tsd 
of  the  intervals  between  one  Parliament  and  another  irt 
extremely  tedious/which  is  a  fadk  that  would  account  for  A 
policy  ot  the  conftiiution,  in  liberating  the  victim  ft* 
cuftcdy,  if  the  other  alternative  fhould  have  been  total 
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him  in  prifon  for  an  indefinite  period*     But  the  cafe  was  far 
i  from  refting  there  ;  for  inftances,  before  1678,  occur,  within 
I    the  reigns  of  Charles  the  Firft  and  Charles  the  Second,  where 
L' impeachments,  in  fa&,  wefe  at  an  end,  if  not  in  law,  after 
Itfce  Parliament  was  diflblved  before  judgement.     He  would 
Vlere  have  the  candor  to  admit  that  fuch  an  a&ual  end  of  an 
'impeachment,  thus  interrupted  by  an  end  of  the  Parliament 
"felt,  might  have  arifen  from  the  inexpediency  of  carrying  on 
old  profecution.     Yet,   he  would  mention  two  cafes  in 
hich  it  ft  ruck  his  mind  forcibly,  as  if  the  Lords  and  Com- 
nshaJ  fuppofed  the  impeachment  legally  at  an  end  upon 
diflblution  ot  the  Parliament. 
One  of  them  was  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  in 
fecond  year  of  Charles  the  Firft,  when  that  minion  was  a 
ubjeft  of  popular  indignation,  the  Commons  impeached 
and  pending  the  impeachment,  the  King,  diflblved  that 
iment  evidently  for  the  purpofe  of  defeating  this  chal- 
Tupon  the  juftice  of  the  Lords.  '  In  the  mean  time  the 
ing  extrafled  the  articles  of  this  impeachment,  made  thein 
ides  of  an  information  againft  the  Duke  in  the  Court  of 
1  Chamber,  and  flopped  that  proceeding  upon  the  colour 
being  fatisfied  by  the  evidence  that  he  was  innocent. —  I  his 
luft  was  clear  notice  to  the  Commons,  that   the  King 
iked  upon  the  impeachment  after  a  diflblution,  as  a  nullity, 
next  Parliament  was  convened  in  a  very  little  time  after 
it  manoeuvre,  and  we  hear  no  more  of  the  impeachment, 
is  any  complaint  fuggefted  againft  the  infult  upon  the 
Dons,  though  in  that  light  it  would  have  been  viewed 
the  impeachment  had  been  depending      Was  the  Duke  lefs 
rated  by  the  Commons  ?  Had  he  corrupted  them  ?  Had 
King  enflaved  them  ?  Were  they  ignorant  ?  or  cold  in 
(cent  ? — The  Duke  was  more  detefted  than,  ever ;  the 
jng  was  at  their,  mercy,  and  they  were  as  great  man  as  any 
t  ever  lived. — But  nothing  niore  needs  be  faid  of  them 
that,  in  that  very  year,  they  obtained  the  fecond  Magna 
rta  of  England  in  the  petition  of  right ;  above  all  it 
fltould  not  be  forgotten  that  Sir  Edward  Coke  was  in  that 
'^lament  converted  by  difappointment  into  an  a&ive  Pa* 
trior,  and  enabled,  by  his  deep  knowledg  of  the  law,  to  put 
the  moft  effectual  checks  upon  every  ufurpation. 

In  1665  another  inftance  occurred  of  Drake  impeached  for 
a  libel.  The  Lords  dire&,  that  in  cafe  of  a  diflblution,  he  (hould 
tetheobjeS  of  profecution  by  the  Attorney  General  jn  the 
'King'*  Bench*— Why? — Could  not.  imprisonment  for  the 
interval  have  fatiated  their  fpleen?  And  would  not  it  have 
enfured  the  culprit  when  the  next  Parliament  fliould  meet  ? 
The  order  for  profecuting  by  the  Attorney  General  after  a 
fiffolotion  was  illegal;  but  the  fufpicion  that  gave  birth  to 
Vol.  XXV 111.  C  c  it 
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it  appears  to  have  been  that  he  would  elfe  have  efcaped, 

that  neither  imprifonment  of  him  nor  bail  would  have  been  le 

between  that  Parliament  and  the  next.      The  right  hone 

able  gentlemen  who  had  fpoken  laft,  had  faid,  that  prio 

thefe  periods,  inftances  were  to  be  found  of  proceeding 

Parliament  again  ft  criminals  of  State,   though  not  in 

form  of  impeachments,  extended,  in  faft,  from  one  Pari 

ment  into  the  next.     But  as  far  as  thefe  obfolete  prece ' 

went,  this  at  leaft  appeared  :    ift.  That  fpecial  orders 

deemed  neceffary  fo  to  continue  the  charge  with  neceflity| 

mitted  that,  without  fpecial  orders,  it  would  have  abated; \ 

fidly,  That,  unlefs  it  appeared,  the  charge  was  adedup 

Jiatu  quo  after  evidence  heard,  it  would  not  reach  wli 

fuppofed  to  be  the  objed  of  the  Refolution  at  prefent  in  j 

bate ;  namely  the  power  to  go  on  againtt  Mr.  Haftings,  I 

where  the  Managers  had  left  off. — With  refpefi  to  the  j 

lebrated  cafe  of  Lord  Danby  in  1678,  which  according 

the  right  honourable  gentleman,  had  matured  the  feedl 

this  continuing  impeachment,  and  had  rooted  that  ftn 

plant  of  the  conftitution  by  a  law  which  never  coulq 

fhaken. — Mr.  Hardinge  ebferved  that  he  would  firft, 

fuming  to  differ  with  him  as  to  the  character  of  thofe  till 

reprefent  them  to  be  what  every  found  hiftorian  had  ca 

them,  times  of  popular  fury  and  perfecution.     It  had  I 

faid,  "  yes,  but  rtie  Lords  and  Commons  were  quareij 

"  when  that  Parliament  began,  which  refolved,  that  ' 

*<  peachment  were  in/tatu  quo.     It  was  therefore  a  relui 

"  evidence  wrung  from  the  Lords,  by  the  public  fpirii 

<*  the  Commons,  in  favour  of  their  constitutional  rig[ 

The  anfwer  is,  that  at  this  critical  period,  the  Lords] 

Commons   were   united,    and   equally  violent   againft 

Popifii  plot,  or  againft  the  Minifter,  then  difgraced ; 

Lord  Shaftefbury    and  the  maleconteuts  of  the  day 

forced  themfelves  upon  the  Cabinet,  and  governed  this 

Committee,  whofe  Chairman  was  Lord  Eflex  :  Thefe  T 

the  aftors  and  the  views,  the  aft  was  in  chara&er.     It  £hd 

fpeak  for  itfelf,  and  he  would  prove  to  the  Committee  I 

mere  Hiftorian,  that  it  was  full  of  trick — that  it  fhuri 

the  light — and  that  it  made  a  new  law  without  reafon,  pr 

dent,  or  analogy,  even  alledged.     The  Lords  were  firft  j 

minded  of  the  impeachments,  and  what  courfe  do  they  ti 

They  refer  to  their  Committee  an  enquiry  upon  two  poil 

which  are  diftindfc ;  one,  as  to  the  law  refpeAing  the  con 

nuance  or  abatement  of  appeals  and  writs  of  error,  withi 

apparent  occafion  for  it ;  another,  as  to  the  fad  refpeflS 

the  particular  ftate  of  the  impeachments  made  rn  the  fonjj 

Parliament.     The.  anfwer  given  upon  the  following  daj 

perhaps  as  curious  a  paflage  as  any  upon  the  records  of  Par 

liamenl 
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>  lament,  and  vitiates  the  whole  proceeding  engrafted  upon  it. 
'  They  report,  that  upon  their  view  of  a  judgement  by  the 
j  lords,  in  1673,  petitions  of  appeal  and  writs  of  Error  were 
h  force  to  be  a&ed  upon :  they  add,  (as  it  appears  by  Sir 
Tboraas  Raymond's  Report),  that  the  papers  contained  in 
tl.it  judgement  of  1673,  are  to°  voluminous.     In  a  diftinft 
Ifcnteoce,  after  dating  the  impeachments  to  be  upon  fpecial 
nutter  afligned,  they  give  their  opinion  to  a  point  of  law,  as 
(ft  which  they  had  never  been  interrogated,  and  at  one  ftroke, 
Jhm  that  opinion  to  be,  that  all  thofe  impeachments  were 
itctu  auo\  not  in  reference  to  the  judgement  of  1673,  nor 
h  a  angle  ground  of  any  kind,  either  ftated  or  infinuated. 
frh  parts  of  the  Report  are  then  adopted  by  the  Houfe, 
0  never  appear  to  have  looked  at  this  judgement  in  1673 ; 
tgivc  their  Committee  ample  credit  for  a  candid  ftate- 
"■  .at  of  its  efie&s  upon  writs  of  error.     Who  would  have 
5  ertained  a  doubt,  upon  this  Report,  that  in   1673  the 
Lords  judicially  had  affirmed  the  law  by  which  writs  oferror 
i  re  to  continue  after  a  diflblution  ?  But  when  the  judge- 
1  ©eat,  as  it  is  called,    (which  is  only  a  refolution  of  the 
Lords  upon  a  reference  to  their  Committee),  is  brought  for- 
rd,  it  appears,  that  no  queftion  was  put  or  imagined  re- 
eding diflblution  of  Parliament,  with  a  reference  to  writs 
.:  uxor;  but  the  point  had  been  raifed,  whether  if  proroga- 
tion had  intervened,  thofe  writs  were  at  an  end  ?  If  he  fhould 
h  told,  "  prorogation. was  the  fame  as  diflblution  of  Parlia- 
*  meat  in  principle,''  he  would  refute  as  well  as  deny  that 
proportion  to  be  law,  under  the  wings  of  Lord  Hale,  who 
died  after  1673,  an<*  before  1678.     In  his  Manufcript  that 
great  men  alluds  to  the  refolution  of  1673,  as  correding  and 
wverfing  the  law  of  a  former  judgement,  (made  by  the  Lords 
m  iris  hearing,  and  in  that  fame  Parliament),  that  even  upon 
rogation  writs  of  error  abated  :  but  was  he  (Lord  Hale) 
pinion,  that  prorogation  and  a  diflblution  of  Parliament 
irtre  the  fame  as  to  writs  of  error  ?  So  far  from    it,  that 
•fter  iteming  to  adopt  the  decifion  of  1673,  as  good  law,  he 

£ceeds  to  affirm  ay  a  point  clear  of  doubt,  that  after  a  dif- 
hition  of  Parliament,  the  writ  of  error  and  petition  of  ap  - 
eal  was  at  an  end;  adding,  that  he  has  hiinfelf  known  it  lb 
■led.  Here  then  we  detefl  an  infidious  concealment  of  the 
■ft  by  thofe  Lords  in  1678,  as  to  the  import  of  that  judge- 
ment in  1673,  an^  at  tne  *>c^  a  Perverted  analogy  between 
fro  cafes,  which  the  exifling  law  had  completely  diftin- 
^riflied.  But  the  opinion  afferted  in  the  next  breath  by 
befe  Lords  as  to  impeachments  could  not  be  ju (lifted  even 
ij  that  judgement,  if  the  firft  analogy  between  prorogation 
(nd  a  diflblution  had  been  corredt,  becaufe  there  is  no  fair 
j^ruiogy  between  writs  of  error  and  impeachments,  after  a 
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diflblution  of  Parliament,  one  of  them  containing  mere  poi 

of  law  upon  the  face  of  the  record,  the  other  containing 

accufation  upon  fa  A.     In  one  of  them  the  public  accui 

who  has  a  difcretion  to  interpofe  before  judgement  is  di 

and  in  the  other  no  plaintiff  is  changed,  but  the  fame  par 

appear.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  wt 

ic  in  fome  of  the  references  by   the  Committee  in  16 

"  though  it  certainly  was  not  in  ftri&nefs  the  point  bei 

"  them,  precedents  appeared  of  parliamentary  accufatit 

u  which  originated  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  were  cor 

"  nued  by  order  from  one  Parliament  to  the  next." 

would  not  again  anfwer  that  obfervation,  but  afk  if  it 

clear  of  doubt  that  fuch  precedents  were  decifive  to  eftab 

the  legal  continuance  of  impeachments,  in  fiatu  quo,  wi 

out  fpecial  orders,  and  where  the  evidence  had  proceed* 

In  character  with  fuch  a  mode  of  declaring  or  making  h 

as  that  in  1678,  was  the  fubfequent  conduct  of  thofe  tiro 

nothing  could  be  more  infamous  than  what  happened  in 

cafe  of  many  perfecuted  Catholics,  whom  the  Judges,  j 

Scroggsat  their  head,  executed*  againft  all  the  roles  ofl 

and  principles  of  juftice.     In  chara&er  with  fuch  a  law,  x 

fo  made,  was  the  courfe  of  an  impeachment  againft  L< 

Stafford.     Here,  indeed,  the  humanity  of  the  right  hono 

able  gentleman  and  his  candor  uniting,  he  had  conceded! 

nothing  could  be  worfe ;  but  it  was  the  fame  Houfe  of  Pe 

with  little  variation,  and  at  the  diftance  only  of  two  ye 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid, €t  thefe  were  abi 

u  of  a  wife  and  con ftitutional  judgement  in  1678,  made 

Cl  the  fame  Judges,  however,  and  with  an  equal  fpur  to  t 

perfecution  of  the  Catholics  in  which  the  Earl  of  Danby  1 

implicated,  by  a  fide  wind,  as  well  as  the  Popifh  Lords  tl 

under  impeachment ;  but  this  trial  of  Lord  Stafford  is  of 

Treme  importance  in  making  what  (ha me  was  felt. upon 

judgement  in  1678,  and  in  what  manner  the  examination 

'  it  was  eluded.   Jones,  Maynard,  and  Winnington-fay,  "  T 

"  Lords  have  pafled  a  judgement.     It  is  too  clear  to  be( 

"  puted.     We  are  to  fuppofe  they  had  good  reafon  for 

"  we  are  to  fuppofe  they  had  precedents ;  but  if  they  I 

"  none,  it  is  proper  to  make  a  new  precedent.**     That 

proper  to  make  it,  by  taking  away  Lord  Stafford's  life.  1 

Earl  of  Danby,  in  1682,  accufesthe  Peers  of  blowing  op 

their  own  order,  by  refufal  of  a  bill  that  would  haveenafl 

it  into  a  law*     Then  comes  the  reverfal  in   1685  °f  tn*s  ] 

folution  ;  fo  that  authority  againft  authority,  the  laft  pi 

vails,  and  it  is  now  the  Iruv  of  that  Court,  that   impeac 

men ts  abate,  after  a  diffolution  of  Parliament,     This  peri 

of  1685,  the  firft  year  of  a  1hort  and  wicked  reign,  defer? 

all  the  odium  a  more  enlightened  age  had  thrown  upon 
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The  reverfal  was  indecent  in  the  mode  of  it,  partial  in  the 
objeft,  and  hurried  through  the  Houfe.  But  there  was  a 
jnnarkable  diftindion  taken  by  this  reverfal,  between  writs 
sof  error  and  impeachments,  and  that  part  of  the  order  which 
rjdates  to  writs  of  error  has  been  fince  received  as  the  law  of 
land.  He  would  prove  that  the  other  part  refpefting  the 
ipeachments  had  been  recognized  and  adopted  by  fubfe- 
t  authorities  in  the  Lords,  without  a  hint  of  difappro- 
kra  by  the  Commons. 

It  was  not,  however,  quite  corre£c,  that   the  Commons 
!  pere  then  completely  enflaved  ;  Serjeant  Maynard  was  a  hoft 
m  favour  of  liberty,  and  then  a  Member  of  Parliament*     He 
|W  been  a  champion  for  the  order  of  1678  againft  Lord  Staf- 
ford; but  in  1685,  though  in  the  habit  of  protefting  againft 
"  many  encroachments,  he  fays  not  one  fyllable  againft   this 
I  order  of  reverfal,  which  negatives  the  continuance  of  im- 
j*-;    jjiitsafter  a.  diflblution  of  Parliament.     Jn  1690,  the 
•  ira  were  excellent,  and  perhaps  a  better  sera  for  the  liberty 
]  of  the  fubjedr,  could  not  be  found  than  in  that  identical  year. 
Maynard  was  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  Somers,  then 
prticitor  General,  the  heft  and   greateft   man  that  perhaps 
£f£r  breathed  in  England,  or  in  the  world.     A  queftion  is 
Sredly  put  by  the  Lords,  whether  impeachments  continued 
r abated,  upon  a  diflblution  ?  All  the  old  precedents  are  ex- 
mined,  and  many  others  that  were  not  produced  in  1673,  are 
looght  from  the  Tower.    They  are  all  ftated,  not  concealed 
tt  in  1678.     The  Committee  intimate  their  fenfe  of  the  law 
to  be,  that  impeachments  are  at  an  end  upon  a  view  of  thole 
leoedents,  and  upon  a  view  of  thofe  precedents  the  queftion 
fdifcharging  the  Peers  is  expreffly  put.     It  is  true,  that  po- 
lio had  their  ihare  in  a  debate  which  this  Report  produced, 
md  that  the  Lords  had  not  raifed  the  point  themfelves,  but 
id  ftated  another  in  their  favour.     It  is,  however,  certain 
Bta  debate  arofe  upon  this  Report,  and  he  defpaired  of  all 
tempts  to  reafon  in  future,  if  he  fliould  be   accufed  of  an 
nfeir  inference  from  the  diflent  as  marked  in  a  famous  pro- 
f&  againft  the  Refolution  of  the  Lords  to  difcharge  the  Peers; 
tat  nrft,  he  would  afk  what  became  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, when  they  faw  the  Report  affirming  impeachments  to 
Satan  end,  and  when  they  leaft  knew  it  had  been  a  point 
■  the  debate,  and  when  there  was  at  leaft  ambiguity   in"  the  . 
|ttftion,  whether  the  difcharge  was  upon  this  ground  or  the 
pher  of  the  pardon  ?    They  urge  nothing   in  favour  of  the 
Aider  of  1678. — But  what  fays  this  famous  Proteft  ?    Is  it 
fat  upon  the  Report?  No,  it  condemns  the  introduction 
Wit  into  the  debate,  but  not  the.do£crine  which  it  import - 
W,  and  it  imputes  a  defign  beyond  that  of  relieving  the  Peers 
[*ho  bad  petitioned.     Tins  ciefign  is  explained  in  Burnet,  as 

having 
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having  been  to  favc  Lord  Carmarthen,  againft  whom  his  ene- 
mies had  raifed  thequeftion  again  for  thepurpofe  of  eftpofing 
him  to  an  old  impeachment  which  hung  over  his  head,  till* 
lefs  the  di Ablution  had  made  an  end  to  it.     The  enemies  d 
that  Peer  were  bufy  again  ft  him  in  the  Commons,  and  it  fofc 
propofed,  at  this  very  time,  to  vote  that,  upon  account  d 
the  impeachments  in  a  former  Parliament,  he  fliould  be  m 
longer  one  of  the  King's  Cabinet  Minifters.     Yet,  his  end 
mies,  aware  of  their  own  purpofe  in  the  Lords,  and  aware  01 
the  meafures  by  which  it  had  been  met  there,  make  no  com' 
plaint  againft  the  danger,  at  leaft  of  the  order  in  1671 ;  if-1 
could  have  been  fuppofed  that  it  was  not  then  done  away " 
the  order  of  1685.     In  1717,  the  Earl  of  Oxford  was  m 
fubjeft,  by  a  refolution  of  the  Lords,  to  an  impeachm 
after  prorogation  ;  and  he  could  not  imagine  it  poffible  to  n 
the  diflenting  Lords  in  their  Proteft,  without  a.  neceffary  11 
ference,  that  the  point  of  the  queftion  had  been,  whether* 
diflblution  abated,  prorogation  had  or  had  not  a  fimilaref&£ 
This  queftion  affumed  the  law  of  abatement,  as  refulting  fr 
dtflblution,  and  the  Lords  in  their  Proteft  never  control 
ing  that  law,  but  affirming  and  commending  it,  exprefs  t 
fears  that  it  may  be  weakened  by  this  judgement   upon 
cafe  of  prorogation,  which  they  reprefent  as  the  fame  rhii 
but  the  majority  thought  otherwife ;  and  it  is   im poffible 
conceive  that  judgement  either  fupported  in  argument,  ori( 
argument  arraigned,  uulefs  upon  this  point  conceded  that  i 
diffolution  of  Parliament  was  the  termination  of  an  impeach- 
ment.    Upon  this  view  of  the  feveral  precedents,  Mr.  H; 
dinge  eypreffed  a  very  ferious  doubt,  at   leaft  whether  i 
peachments  could  be  taken  up  in  Jiatu  quv  by  a  new  ParlW 
ment,  and  he  could  not  help  adding,  that  if  all  thefe  prece*1 
dents  were  thrown  into  the  fire,  a  fate  which,  upon  the  me"* ! 
character  of  the  times,  two  of  them  deferved,  he  fliould  ha^ 
a  doubt  at  leaft,  and  fliould  incline  to  the  opinion  he  hi 
already  intimated,  as  refulting  from  the  conftitutional  powe 
refiding  in  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  by  admitted  praflioft. 
and  general  illuftration.      He  adjured  the  Houfe  to  a<9  uportj 
the  recommendation  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman,  who , 
fpoke  laft,  as  well  as  to  admire  it ;  in  other  words,  to  beoV ! 
liberate  and  wary,  in  examining  all  the  materials  which  could 
enlighten  their  judgement,  before  they  affirmed,  in  the  form 
of  an  afferted  privilege,  a  judicial  duty  of  the  Court,  whofej 
jurifdicSHon  they  could  not  change,  and    whofe  judgement 
they  could  not  force.     He  intimated  a  diflike  to  this  mode  of 
aflerting  the  right,  even  if  they  believed  it  was  clear;  but 
recommended  that  if  that-fhould  be  their  opinion,  they  fhould 
a&  upon  it  in   a  mode  of  aflerting  it  equally  effe&ual,  bat 
lefs  irregular;    more  temperate,   and  more   conftitutional. 

Think- 
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Thinking,  however,  as  be  then  did,  he  fhould  certainly  give 

jkis  vote  in  fupport  of  the  motion,  that  Sir  Peter  Burrell 

,  jbould  leave  the  chair  in  order  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 

|  flittee  (by  the  Houfe  when  refumed)  for  the  purpofe  of  exa- 

'  ifl'mg  precedents. 

Mr.  Torke  obfcrved,  that  a  conftitutional  queflion  of  fuch      Mr. 
pitute  and  importance  required  the  utmoft  deliberation ;    Yorke. 
therefore  he  trailed,  that  to  enable  gentlemen  to  fearch 
precedents,  and  become  fully  poflefled  of  the  nature  of 
fobjefl,  more  time  would  be  allowed, 

Mr.  Antlruthery  rofe  after  Mr.  Hardinge,  and  begun  by  j^r>   ^tt. 
larking  that  differing  as  he  did  from  many  of  his  profeffi-  ftmther, 
*I  friends,  wbofe  opinions  and  characters  he   much  re* 
I  4fled,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  rife  upon  the  prefent  occalioo, 
i  deliver  the  fentiments  which  upon  mature  deliberation 
I  had  formed,  more  efpecially  as  there  was  no  doubt  in  his 
~4  and  as  the  magnitude  of  the  queflion  called  upon  every 
freely  to  deliver  his  opinion.    The  queftion  was  nolefs, 

(I  an  whether  the  right  of  the  Commons  to  impeach  (hould 
eiift,  for  it  was  ridiculous  to  affirm  that  the  Commons  had 
:  bright  to  impeach,  if  it  was  coupled  with  a  power  in  the 
own  to  prevent  the  efficacy  of  an  impeachment  at  any  pe- 
id  which  might  fuit  the  purpofe  of  the  advifers  of  the 
ttg,  and  deftroy  it  even  in  the  momeiat  of  conviction 
i  judgement. 

Having  no  doubt  upon  the  queflion  itfelf,  he  had  as  little 

giving  his  negative  to  any  motion  for  fearching  precedents. 

He  would  not  throw  a  doubt  on  the  privileges  of  the  Com- 

ftWii  of  England  by  appointing  committees  to  inveftigate  a 

point  which  at  no  period  of  our  hiftory  had  ever  been  doubted 

thin  the  walls  of  that  Houfe. 
ft  A  right  admitted  and  acquiefced  in  for  centuries,  was  not 
be  foppofed  doubtful,  becaufe  fome  ingenious  men  haden- 
— ivoured  to  bring  into  queftion  what  their  anceftors  had 
fcetl  in  for  three  hundred  years,  and   if  forced  analogies 
(id  fceptical  arguments  from  vague  and  unfupported  theories 
*  re  to  be  the  grounds  of  appointing  Committees  of  Enquiry 
X>the  privileges  of  the  Commons,  there  was  no  right  fo 
ibli&edbut  might  be  called  in  queftion,  and  no  privilege, 
[  weter  neceflary,  but  might  be  difputed. 
He  was  lure  that  not  a  line  in  the  journals  of  the  Corn- 
could  juftify  even  a  doubt ;  and  if  doubts   were  to  be 
by  investigation  of  the  Lord's  journals,  he  was  free  to 
that  he  would  not  look  into  the  Lord's  journals  for  the 
vile^es  of  tl*e  Commons,  norafk  the  opinion  of  a  Houfe 
Pctrs  upon  the  extent  of  the  Common*'   powers;    they 
were  competent  to  decbre  their  own  privileges,    and 
ffHaneod  of  the  power  of  impeachment  itfeU,  if  they 

were 
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were  to  inquire  of  the  Lords  what  were  its  limits,  and  caln 
fubmit  this  important  privilege  to  their  fol*  determinati 
—If  he  was  right  in  his  view  of  the  fubject,  it  was  idle 
fearch  for  precedents,  becaufe  the  principle  was  a  matter 
daily  practice;  for  three  years  the  Houfe  had  £bne  on  wi 
the  trial  from  feffion  to  feffion,  from  prorogation  to  pror 
gation;  in  principle  and  in  law,  there  was  no  diffi 
ence  between  diflblution  and  prorogation,  between  a  n« 
feffion  and  a  new  Parliament.  If  he  could  make  out  tb 
propofition,  the  fearch  of  precedents  was  futile  ;  he  i 
fired  the  Houfe  to  apply  the  fame  principle  upon  which  th 
had  proceeded  in  thefe  three  laft  years,  or  to  point  out  fon 
folid  and  fenfible  diftin&ion  between  the  cafe  of  a  prorog 
tion  andtheprefent. 

The  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  had  in  a  fpeech  madd 
prove  the  propriety  of  a  Committee  to  fearch  precedents,  A 
clared,  that  if  all  the  precedents  were  brought  upon  the  tafc 
and  burnt,  it  would  make  no  alteration  in  his  fentiment 
With  what  confiftency  could  he  fearch  for  precedents  whic 
he  would  not  ufe,  and  why  afk  for  authorities  which,  wh* 
got, .were  to  be  committed  to  the  flames  ?  It  could  not  befc 
information,  but  for  delay  that  he  fupported  the  motion. 

The  gentleman  who  opened  the  debate,  had  admrtedth^ 
the  courfe  of  decifions  of  a  competent  court,  were  fufficie^ 
to  form  the  law ;  with  that  admiffion  he  Was  fatisfied  as6M 
the  prefent  debate  went;  although  he  neither  could  iwj 
ever  would  admit  that  any  decifion  of  the  Houfe  of  Lora 
could  make  the  law.  Their  decifions,  confident  withpr 
ciple,  were  the  beft  evidence  of  the  law  which  the  H< 
could  not  make  by  its  refolutions. 

But  he  hoped  to  prove,  that  giving  the  honourable  gent 
man  his  principle,  that  very  principle  proved  the  impeai 
ment  did  not  abate.  For  no  courfe  of  decifions,  nor  ci 
one  authority  could  be  produced  for  its  abating,  but  1 
miferable  decifion  of  the  year  1685,  which  was  to  be  ral 
from  the  afhes  in  which  it  had  lain  ever  fince  it  had  paU 
defpifed  and  forgotten  by  the  very  men  who  made  it ;  a 
contaminated  and  difgraced  by  the  miferable  circumftar 
which  gave  it  birth,  and  the  difgraceful  times  in  wh 
it  happened. 

The-queftion  had  been  attempted  to  be  reafoned  Oj 
principle,  upon  analogy,  and  upon  direct  authority ;  fl] 
the  firft  it  was  requiiite  to  fay  little.  It  was  too  obvu 
that  the  minifter  who  committed  a  crime  deferving  of  i 
peachm~nt,  would  be  the  firft  to  give  himfelf  indemnity 
the  com  in  i  (Son  of  a  frcrfti  crime.  With  regard  to  analogy » 
would  only  remark  at  prefent,  that  the  foundation  of  anr 
gical  reafoning  confifted  in  proving  the  admiffion  of  a  pi 
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ciple  in  one  inftance,  and  drawing  from  thence  an  argu- 
ment; that  in  fimilar  proceedings,  and  in  like  cafes,  the  fame 
principle  ought  to  be  admitted,  But  it  was  remarkable  that 
in  all  the  analogies  introduced  into  the  prefent  debate,  much 
care  had  been  taken  to  fly  from  analogies  to  other  Judicial 
proceedings  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  to  apply  to  fuppofed 
analogies  drawn  from  other  courts,  and  other  proceedings 
founded  upon  other  principles,  and  {landing  in  circumftances 
mtirely  different  and  diftindt  from  thofe  in  which  the  two 
Houfes  flood  with  regard  to  any  proceeding  before  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  in  its  judicial  capacity. 

Among  other  analogies,  the  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  had 
Imuch  of  bills  of  attainder  and  other  legiflative proceed- 
ings, which  were  unqueftibnably  abated  and  deftroyedby  a  dif- 
IbUuron.  But  if  there  was  any  analogy  between  the  two  cafes, 
the  objedion  to  the  argument  was,  that  it  proved  too  much  ; 
the  honourable  gentleman  lamented  the  neceffity  which  he, 
as  a  friend  to  the  prcfecution,  was  under  in  being  compelled 

this  analogy  to  vote  now  that  the  impeachment  abated. 

t  unfortunately  bills  of  attainder,  like  other  legiflative 
slings,  ended  with  a  feflion,  and  were  deftroyed  by  a 
ation  equally  as  by  a  diflblution,  Where  had  the  ho- 
rn arable  gentleman's  analogy  lain  for  thefe  four  years?  had 
be  been  fo  negligent  as  not  to  remark  the  fimilarity  between 
impeachments  and  bills  of  attainder  till  now  ?  Or  if  he  had 
remarked  it,  why  did  he  not  come.forward  with  his  analogy 
three  years  ago,  convey  his  knowledge  to  the  Houfe,  and 
inform  them  that  they  were  profecuting  Mr.  Haftings  with- 
out any  authority,  becaufe  impeachments  were  like  bills  of 
attainder,  and  ended,  as  they  did,  with  the  feflion  of  parlia* 
m nt  in  which  they  commenced  < 

He  had  faid  that  it  never  had  been  doubted  within  thofe 
walb  that  impeachments  continued  from  parliament  to  par- 
lament.  He  believed  he  could  affirm  that  it  could  hardly  be; 
fcd  with  fairnefs,  that  it  had  ever  been  doubted  any  where. 
*  fore  the  queftion  was  agitated  with  any  party  view,  in  the 
of  the  Popilh  /  Lords,  the  great  Lord  Nottingham,  a 
eminently  learned,  to  whom  the  profefSon  of  the  law 
owed  as  much  as  to  any  man  ;  who  had  done .  more  to  form 
and  improve  one  branch  of  our  law  than  all  who  had  fuc- 
teeded  him.  This  great  Judge,  in  declaring  the  caufes  of 
holding  the  Parliament,  and  fpeaking  for  the  Crown  itfelf, 
had  (blemnly  and  deliberately  been  of  opinion,  that  a  di Ab- 
lution made  no  alteration  on  an  impeachment.  Upon 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  in  the  year  after  the  Popifti  Lords 
were  impeached,  addreffing  himfelf  to  the  Commons,  he  in- 
formed them  that  the  King  had,  during  the  diflblution  of 
parliament,  been  applied  to  to  liberate  thofe  Lords,  but  that 

Vql.XXVIIL  Dd  he 
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he  thought  it  right  to  refetve  them  for  juftice,  and  defired 
the  Commons  to  proceed  fpeedily  with  their  trials,  that 
they  might  not  fuffer  the  miferies  of  indefinite  confinement. 

Before  he  diredted  the  Commons  to  proceed  upon  the  tri- 
als, he  muft  have  been  of  opinion  that  the  trials  were  ia 
exiftence.     When  the  queftion  came  afterwards  in  the  next 
feflion  to  be  agitated,  it  was  foleranly  fettled  by  the  refo* 
lution  of  1678,  that  the  ft  ate  of  impeachments  was  not 
affefred  by  diffolution  of  parliament,  not  upon  the  fpur  of  ; 
the  occafion,  but  upon   mature  deliberation  and  enquiry*  j 
upon  following  up  the  principle  which  was  firmly  eftab-  j 
lifhed  in  the  year  1673,  and  which  never  fince  had  beeiij 
controverted.  j 

Much  abufe  had  been  thrown  upon  the  times  about  th#* 
year  1678,  in  which  he  could  not  agree.     It  was  tr~e  they 
were  times  of  much  ferment,  but  it  was  to  the  fermenting 
of  the  great  fpirit  of  liberty,  at  that  time,  that   we  owe^ 
our  very  exiftence,  that  we  owed  even  our  race  ring  in  that, 
Houfe  now  to  difcufs  the  queftion.     That  fome   excef£*J 
might  have  been  pradtifed  he  would  nor  deny,  and  the  partfc 
cular  exiftence  of  the  Popilh  plot  might  be  a  chimera.     But 
the  fear  of  popery,  and  terror  for  the  lofs  of  liberty,  wer* 
not,  at  that  time,  ideal  fears.     It  was  to  the  fpirit  of  oof, 
jmceftors  then,  and  to  the  principles  which  they  fuccef* 
fully  maintained,  that  this  country  owed  the  Revolution 
and  the  exiftence  of  the  prefent  family  upon  the  throne  o1 
the  kingdom,     But  eVen  let  the  times  be  what  they  might* 
the  refolution  in  queftion  was  not  Tainted  by  any  thing  thai 
tnight  be  bad  in  them.     It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Po*j 
pifliplot;  the  queftion  was  agitated  in  the  impeachment  of; 
Lord  Danby,  impeached  for  crimes  totally  diftindt  from  thai 
plot,  and  decided  by  a  Houfe  of  Lords  certainly  not  partly 
cularly  inimical  to  that  Minifter,  -\ 

After  that  period  the  queftion  came  again  to  be  mentioned 
in  the  Houfe<of  Commons*     In  one  of  the  conferences  with] 
regard  to  Lord  Danby,  the  managers,  among  other  things, 
reported  that  one  of  the  Lords  had  put  the  Commons  id 
mind  that  they  had  gained  two  great  points  in  that  Parlia- 
ment, viz.  that  impeachments  continued  from  parliament  to\ 
parliament,  and  that  the  impeached  Lord  muft  withdraw*  j 
The  managers  for  the  Commons  replied,  that  thefe  points.) 
were  agreeable  to  the  ancient  law  and  rule  of  Parliament*  4 
The  propriety  and  truth  of  this  anfwer  was*  at  the  time,; 
queftioned  by  no  man.     He  could  not  doubt  what  he  found * 
above  100  years  ago  declared  by  great  and  able  naen,  and  , 
admitted  by  the  whole  Houfe  of  Commons  to  be  the  ancient  j 
few  and  ufage  of  Parliament,  < 

,  Vf*- 
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Upon  this  law  Lord  Stafford  was  tried  and  executed ;  in  his 

cafe  it  was  folemnly  decided.  Much  had  been  laid  with  regard 

to  that  trial;  the  witnefies  were  perjured,  and  that  unfortu- 

|    wte  own  had  a   hard  fate.     But  it  the   witneffes  were  be- 

i  fined,  the  convi&ion  wasjuft;  the  other  circum fiances  of 
tbt  trial,  and  the  mode  in  which  it  was  conduced,  were 
little  liable  to  objection.  The  form  of  conducting  a  trial, 
the  principles  which  dire&ed  it,  the  que  ft  ions  of  law  which 
irofe  in  the  courfe  of  it,  were  not  to  be  fet  afide,  becaufe 
tfit  nritneftes  happened  to  be  perjured,  or  even  becaufe  an 
iroiocent  man  had  loft  his  life  by  their  being  believed. 

About  the  period  when  thefe  things  palled  in  parliament, 

ite  queftion  had  more  than  once  occurred   in  Weftminfter: 

Hall,  and  it  was  equally  admitted  there  as  law,  that  im- 

;  icbments  continued  notwithftanding  a  diflblution.     Lord 

ij^Tiby  and  the  Popifli  Lords  had  applied  to  be  bailed ;  if  an 

lAa  prevailed  of  the  abatement   of  the  impeachment,  his 

ideation  ought  to  have  been  to  be  difcharged.     But  the 

toart  would  not  even  bail  them  till  Jeffries  was  made  Chief 

*  Sice.     Upon  thefe  cafes,  and  upon  the  fpeech  made  by 

"  Danby,  and  the  manner  in  which  even  he  flated  the 

on  the  point,  he  would  not  fay  a  word,  left  he  fhould 

en  the  effed  of  the  powerful  and  able  obfervations  al« 

1  r?idy  made  by  the  greateft  authority   in  that  Houfe  (the 

Speaker.)     He  would  only  remark,  that  bailing  was  an  af- 

^hiuqci  of  the  commitment,  and  therefore  a  direft  autho- 

ricr  that  the  impeachment  fubfifted.     Upon  looking  into  the 

cafe  of  Fitzharris,  he  thought  it  not   only  a  confiderable* 

authority  for  his  opiaion,  but  that  there  was  ground  from 

Im  cafe  to  fay  that  the  queftion  had  been  folemnly  deter-* 

ei  ik  1  by  all  the  Judges  of  England.     Fitzharris  had  been 

pacttUy  impeached  by  the  Commons  of  high  treafon  ;  no 

nudes  were  prefented  again  ft  him,  Parliament  was  diffolved. 

He  was  afterwards  indided  for  a  fpecial  treafon,  under  an  aft 

f:'  Charles  the  Second;  he  pleaded  that  he  was  impeached. 

h  the  courfe  of  the  difcuffion  of  his  plea,  his  council  often 

•ataivoured  to  argue  that  impeachments  continued  front 

Pirtiament  to  Parliament;  had  the  law  been  clearly  other- 

j»Iie,  it  would  have  been  eafy  to  have  told  them  what  figni- 

p*s  all  this  argument,    the  impeachment  is  gone.     So  far 

*«n  it,  that  the  Chief  Juftice  ftudioufly  avoided  that  quef- 

Boa,  and  when  they  were  prelfing  to  argue  it,  (topped  them  by 

*Umg  tbera  that  the  only  queftion  before  the  Court  upon 

fc*  plea  was,  whether  a  general  impeachment  for  treafon, 

nd  no  treafon  in  particular,  could  be  pleaded  in  bar  of  an 

odidment  for  the  particular  treafon  fet  forth.    In  the  courfe 

pf  the  trial,  one  of  the  council  for  Fitzharris  infifted  that 

|fe  had  been,  after  the  diflblution  of  Parliament,  folemnly 

D  d  2  refolved 
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ftfolved  by  all  the  Judges,  that  the  King  could  not  proceed 
upon  the  indictments  againft  the  Popiih  Lords  on  account  of 
the  impeachments  which  were  then  depending  againft  them; 
the  chief  anfwer  made  by  the  then  Attorney  General  was, 
that  this  was  an  extra  judicial  opinion.— Mr.  Anftruther 
was  ready  to  admit  it  Was  extra  judicial,  but  ftill  it  had  all 
the  weight  of  an  opinion  of  the  twelve  Judges,  «nd  an  opi* 
nion  which  they  could  not  have  formed  if  they  bad  nd 
thought  that  impeachments  did  not  abate,  and  that  a  diffo- 
lution  of  Parliament  had  no  effeft  whatever  upon  the  ftatt 
of  an  impeachment. 

After  all  this,  it  might  have  been  thought  that  the  point 
was  clear ;  but  in  the  tirii  day  of  the  firft  Parliament  trf 
James  the  Second,  in  the  moment  of  fervility  and  adul* 
tion,  the  Houfeof  Lords  thought  proper  to  reverie  the  of* 
der  of  1678,  fo  far  as  related  to  impeachments,  and  net! 
day  to  difcharge  the  Popifti  Lords.  If  ever  there  was  1 
time  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  this  country,  it  was  thrt 
period.  A  weak  and  bigoted  Prince  upon  the  throng  • 
packed  and  garbled  Houfe  of  Commons  almoft  named  by 
the  Crown,  in  confequence  of  the  violent  and  arbitrary  de* 
ftru&ion  of  the  charters  of  the  different  corporations,  audi 
a  people  broken-hearted  and  almoft  worn  down  in  their  rt"! 
peated  ftruggles  with  the  crown.  Added  10  all  which,  1»^ 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  been  differently  formed  from  what  ft 
was,  to  proceed  with  theprofecution  was  impoffible.  Tbeprim 
cipal  witneffes  were  convidled  of  perjury ;  yet  in  fuch  t 
time,  and  in  fuch  cfrcumftances,  even  the  then  Houfeof  Peer*; 
was  aihamed  to  declare  the  refolution  of  1678  not  to  b* 
law ;  on  the  very  day  in  which  that  Minifter  of  wicked* 
nefs,  Jeffries,  took  his  feat  as  a  Peer,  it  was  reverfed,  without 
putting  any  declaration  in  its  place,  without  enquiry,  with*; 
out  examination,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  CommonSf! 
*  and  without  daring  to  look  in  the  face  the  very  refolutioit: 

which  was  attempted  to  be  reverfed.     The  proteft  exprefflf 
^  ftarilig,  that  it  was  not  even  allowed  to  be  ready  though  repeat* 

tdly  called  fot\ 

Such  a  precedent  at  fuch  a  time,  and  in  fuch  circum* 
ftances,  was  now  gravely  contended  to  be  fufficient  to  over* 
turn  fettled  law,  deftroy  every  principle,  and  trample  upco 
the  privileges  of  the  Commons.  But  had  this  cafe  been  re* 
garded  and  followed  ?  The  very  man  who  made  it  defertel 
it^  it  bad  ferved  his  purpofe  and  was  laid  by  for  ever.  N<* 
many  years  afterwards,  in  1688-9,  Lords  Salilbury  and 
Peterborough  were  impeached :  after  the  diflblution  they 
applied  to  the  King's  Bench  to  be  bailed,  i-ord  Holt  was 
then  Chief  Juftice*  a  man  of  as  great  and  reipe&able  chi* 

raster  as  ever  fat  upon  the  Bench,  but  certainly  not  remark- * 

able 


able  for  his  gfeat  refpeft  for  the  privileges  of  the  two 
Honfes  of  Parliament.  He  was  the  friend,  and  had  been 
tbecouncil,  of  Lord  Danby.  In  his  cafe  he  had  had  opportu- 
nity to  confider  the  nature  of  impeachments;  this  very 
question  muft  have  been  before  himf  and  he  could  not  be 
ignorant  of  the  refolution  of  1685,  which  had  liberated  his 
dient#  Yet  neither  the  Lords  applying  to  be  bailed,  nor  the 
Court  in  refufing  to  bail  them,  take  the  leaft  notice  of  this 
order.  Upon  the  authority  of  the  cafe  of  Lord  Stafford^ 
which  certainly  was  not  law,  if  the  order  of  1685  was  fup- 

fed  to  have  any  operation,  the  Chief  Juftice  and  all  the 

%es  refufed  to  bail  them;  expreflly  grounding  their 
p  Igenient  and  reding  their  opinion  upon  what  had  been  de- 
'  mined  at  that  trial,  as  having  fettled  and  fixed  the  law 

on  the  point.  Had  either  the  Lords  themfelves,  or  their 
judges,  even  an  idea  that  the  refolution  of  1685  had  altered 
the  law,  is  it  poflible  that  the  one  would  have  totally  for* 
gotten  in  their  application  to  the  Court,  and  the  other  totally 
*glefied  in  their  judgement,  a  folemn  determination  made 
I  only  four  years  before,  and  within  the  pofitive  knowledge 

both  the  parties  and  the  Judges  ? 

Upon  the  meeting  of  Parliament  thofe  Peers  applied  to  the 

rofe  of  Peers,  who,  indeed,  did  appoint  a  Committee  to 
forth  precedents,  and  did  attempt  to  involve  their  cafe  with 
th:s  general  queftion ;  but  with  this  queftion  their  cafe  had 
nothing  to  do.  An  aft  of  general  pardon  had  patted ;  a 
qctftion  was  put  to  the  Judges  whether  their  cafe  fell  with- 
I  in  it.  The  Judges  were  of  opinion  that  if  their  offences 
J  were  committed  under  certain   c ire um fiances,    they  were 

thin  the  a&,  and  on  a  fubfequent  day  they  were  difcharged. 
It  «  impoffible  to  read  the  proteft,  and  not  to  fee  that  the 
pardon  was  the  ground  of  the  difcharge.  The  proteft  ftates 
the  proceeding  to  be  extra-judicial,  and  without  proper  par- 
I  t,  and  complains  that  the  Commons  were  not  heard,  and 
ftateten  the  Houfe  had  not  been  attended  with  precedents 
of  the  effect  of  pardon.  Nothing  could  be  more  ridiculous 
than  fuch  a  proteft,  if  the  Lords  had  been  discharged,  be- 
caufe  the  impeachment  was  at  an  end;  to  have  heard  the 
Commons  would  have  been  impoffible;  for  in  that  cafe  there" 
«ooH  have  been  no  proceeding  in  exiftence;  to  have  enquired 
!  about  pardons  muft  have  been  idle,  becaufe  the  Lords  were 
difcharged  upon  a  feparate  and  diftin£r.  ground.  But  had 
the  precedent  been  followed  fince  ?  the  fame  perfon  who  had 
been  impeached  as  Earl  of  Danby  was  in  1695,  impeached 
as  Duke  of  Leeds;  he  lay  under  this  impeachment  for  five 
years,  and  through  feveral  Parliaments  ;  how  did  it  happen 
that  he  never  claimed  the  benefit  of  the  refolution  of  1685? 
After  fere  years  and  three  diffolutions,  the  Houfe  of  Lords- 
took 
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took  up  his  cafe,  but  they  did  not  declare  that  it  had  loog 
been  at  an  end  ;  the.y  a&ed  upon  it  as. a  pending  proceeding, 
and  difmifs  it,  the  Commons  not  profecuting ;  this  was  a  direQ 
authority  in  the  prefent  cafe.     About  the  fame  period  in  tht 
year  1 701,  Lord  Holt  had  again  occafion  to  confider  the  hup 
of  impeachments,  &c.  deciding  a  cafe  of  Peters  and  Bua* 
ning,  reported  in  12th  Mod,  Rep.  he  expreffly  declares  tb& 
impeachments  upon  which  fome  proceedings  had .  been  had>  oaq 
Parliament  diffilved%  may  he  continued  in  a  fiibfequent  Pa*4 
liament.     A   late  authority,  Mr.   Juftice  Fofter,  expreffljpj 
ftates  the  -cafe  of  Lord  Salifbury  as  being  grounded  upoi 
the  adt  of  general  pardon,  and  reafons  from  it  in  a  manned 
which  it  is  quite  impoflible  he  fhould  have  reafoned  if  he  hai 
been  of  opinion  that  his  impeachment  had  beeu  ended  by  ■ 
diflblution.     To  all   thefe  authorities,   parliamentary  ami 
legal,  nothing  was  to  be  oppofed  but  the  proceedings  in  16851 
Some  attempt  had  been  made  to  argue  fomething  from  tba 
proteft  in  the  cafe  of  Lord  Oxford,  in  the  year  17 17,  ana 
it  was  faid  that  it  rauft  have  been  admitted  in  the  debatfl 
that  diflblution  would  abate  aiv impeachment*     He  garherol 
no  fuch  admiflion  from  the  proteft ;  it  was  true  that  it  hai 
been  afferted  by  the  minority,  who,  from  their  own  affec- 
tion, argued  that  a  prorogation  muft  abate  iikewife.    The 
proteft  ftated  as  a  fa&,  a  matter  notorioufly  untrue,  vift 
that  diflblution  and  prorogation  equally  put  an  end  to  judH 
c'ul,  as  to  legiflative,  proceedings;  every  one  knew  that  jiH 
dicial  proceedings  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  abate  neither  by 
the  one  nor  the  other.   If  any  thing  to  the  prefent  argument 
was  to  be  drawn  from  this  proteft,  it  was  that  both  fides  of 
the  Houfe  were  agreed  that  there  was  no  difference  between 
diflblution  and  prorogation  ;  and  if  fo,  he  had  a  right  to  ar?- 
gue  from  the  rea Toning  in  that  proteft,  that  as  a  prorogation* 
did  rot  put  an  end  to  an  impeachment,  fo  neither  did  a  difr 
folution. 

It  had  been  faid  in  the  debate,  that  writs  of  error  and* 
other  judicial  proceedings  had,  till  the  year  1673,  conftantlv 
abated  by  a  diflblution,  and  that  impeachments  muft  do  fo 
too;  hut  at  that  very  time  it  was  equally  held,  that  proro- 
gation abated  a  writ  of  error;  how  then  came  it  that  im- 
peachments continued  from  feffion  to  feflion  ?  If  the  fad* 
were   true,    it    would    prove    that  impeachments   did  not-J 
in    former  times  abate  where  writs  of  error  did ;   or  if  it  [ 
were  admitted  that  the  analogy  was  well  founded,  it  would* 
prove  that  when  it  came  to  be  held  that  writs  of  error  did  J 
not  «bate  by  diflblution,  it  ought  equally  to  have  been  held; 
that  impeachments  did  not  abate  either. 

But  the  pofition  that  writs  of  error  and  appeals  in  ancieatfl 
tinies  abated  by  a  diflblution  was  not  well  founded,  the  order.' 

of 
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f  1673  *as  not  the  refult  of  the  arbitrary  will  of  the  Houfe 
fiords,  but  the  confequence  of  an  inveftigation  into  what 

1  the  ancient  courfe  of  proceeding  in  that  Houfe.     Who- 

r would  look  at  the  cafes  quoted  in  the  Report  preceding 

eordcr  of  1673,  or  would  examine  the  numerous  cafes  to  be 

I  in  Lord  Hale's  book,  or  the  rolls  of  Parliament,  would 

the  ancient  courfe  was  to  prefent  a  petition  com* 

aiding  of  an   erroneous   judgement*    in   confequence  of 

eh,  a  fart  facias  iffued  returnable  at  the  next  Parliament 
was  the  proceeding  from  abating)  that  in  the  ordinary 

regular  courfe,  the  party  was  not  compelled  to  appear 
I  hear  the  errors  till  nest  Parliament;  and  this  principle 
\  not  confined  to  proceedings  in  error  alone,  but  extended 

Tto  every  judicial  proceeding  before  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
iras  proved  by  a  bare  infpe&ion  of  the  Report  in  the  year 

\  was  a  cafe  in  Levinz'  Reports*  in  the  1 7  th  Charles  IL* 
iit  was  expreffly  declared,  that  writs  of  error  and  fchn 
1  thereon  did  not  abate  by  prorogation.  About  the  mid* 
"  the  reign  of  James  the  Firft,  a  pra&ice  began  which 
much  more  frequent  about  the  time  of  Charles  the 
i,  of  making  writs  of  error  returnable  immediately, 
(nuking  orders  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  for  their  hearing 
1  time  to  time.  It  was  then  argued,  that  as  thefe  writs 
or,  and  the  appearance  of  the  parties  were  fupported 
orders  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  as  all  orders  fell 
>  a  diffolution  or  prorogation,  that  the  writ  of  error  was 
In  confequence  of  this  reafoning,  the  Courts  of  Law 
\  the  writ  to  be  abated;  but  fo  far  were  they  from  making 
diiiindion  between  diffolution  and  prorogation,  that, 
inveftigation,  it  would  be  found  that  all  the  cafes  which 
\  thefe  proceedings  abated  by  a  diffolution,  were  grounded 
'  the  cafe  of  Gonfalove  and  Heydon,  which  was  the  cafe 
diffolution.  So  far  then  thefe  cafes  were  an  authority 
prove  chat  there  was  no  diftin&ion  between  prorogation 
iiflblution  as  to  judicial  proceedings. 
i  hen  the  Houfe  of  Lords  found  the  courts  below  proceed- 
1  this  courfe,  they  were  driven  to  inveftigate  the  fubjeft, 
he  confequence  was,  the  order  of  1673;  that  order,  it 
true,  extended  only  to  prorogation ;  but  the  principle 
equally  to  diffolution,  and  was  accordingly  applied 
at  cafe  in  the  year  1678.  Thefe  orders  again  brought 
|law  back  to  its  ancient  principle,  and  judicial  proceedings 
Parliament  have  ever  fince,  as  they  had  done  in  ancient 
(pes  continued  undifturbed  by  a  diffolution.  The  court 
pphtch  they  are  continues  the  fame,  the  time  of  its  meet- 
g  \%  fixed  to  a  certain  day  by  a  prorogation,  to  an  uncer- 
by  a  diffolution;  but  the  court,  the  judges^  and  all 

the 
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the  proceedings  remain  untouched  and  unaltered.    Inda 
there  was  no  diftin&ion  in  law  between  diflblution  and  pp 
rogation.    .Lord  Coke  expreffly  fays,  that  every  new  feflk 
is  a  new  Parliament;  and  in  this  he  has  been  followed  will 
out  contradi&on  or  difpute  by  every  lawyer  who  has  fa 
ceeded  him.     So  far,  therefore,  as  analogy  to  other  judici 
-  proceedings  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  could  apply,  that  analog 
was  clearly  in  favour  of  his  argument.     The  prefent  ol 
{tad  been  attempted  to  be  compared  to  abatements  at  comml 
law  by  the  death  of  the  King,  but  in  orJer  to  fupport  d) 
ieafoning,  recourfe  muft  firft  be  had  to  a  fi&ion,  and  tU 
to  an  analogy.     There  was  no  poffible  refemblance  betwat 
the  death  of  the  King  and  the  diflbruion  of  Parliament;  aj 
even  if  there  were,  it  appeared  to4iiip  unfair  to  reafonfrfll 
it.     Abatement *of  judicial  proceedings  by  the  demife  of  d 
Crown  were  in  themfelves  anomalous  proceedings ;  the-genj 
neral  rule  was,  that  the  King  never  died,  and  from  this  tfai 
-were  exceptions  :  the  argument  ought  to  be  drawn  frorofl 
rule  and  not  from  the  exception.    Every  perfon  knewu 
in  early  times  the  profits  of  the  courts  of  juftice  forma 
confiderable  part  of  the  royal  revenue,  to  increafe  this  « 
equally  the  objeft  of  the  King  and  the  Judges  ;  and  the  dc 
trine  of  abatements  was  encouraged  and  extended  "even  d 
trary  to  other  principles.     But  admitting  that  thefe  cm 
were  not  anomalous,  and  that  fome  analogy  might  be  dran 
fltH  the  argument  was  equally   defedtive:   the  idea  up 
which  fuits  abated  by  the  death  of  the  King,  was  a  not! 
of  perfonal  truft  and  confidence  granted  by  the  King  topi 
ticular  judges;  the  diflblution  of  Parliament,  or  the  caJS 
of  another,  neither  gave  nor  entrufted  any  perfonal  confide! 
whatever.     It  had  been  faid  that  Commiflioners  of  oyerj 
terminer  and  the  like  abated  alfo  by  the  death  of  the  Kfl 
and  that  their  proceedings  were  at  an  end  by  whatever  i 
firoyed  their  com  mi  flion  :  there  was  in  thefe  cafes,  howeH 
cot  only  the  notion  of  peifonal  confidence  from  the  perfl 
of  the  Crown,  but  alfo  the  very  authority  of  the  juffl 
Was  conferred,  created,  and  limited  by  the  com  mi  flion  iua| 
— there  was  no  analogy*  between  a  coram iifion  conferring 
Special  authority,  and  a  writ  calling  an  exifting  inhere* 
authority  into  exercife.     The  calling  a  Parliament  conferU 
no  authority,  the  diflblving  it  took  away  none ;  the  righ^ 
and  powers  of  the  peerage  exifted  independent  of  the  Crod 
and  its  powers,  and  when  called  into  aftion,  naturally  |j 
turned  to  their  former  ftate.     The  calling  of  a  Partial** 
was  nothing  more  than  appointing  a  time  for  the  high  Cod 
of  Peers  to  meet  without  having  the  leaft  operation  upOi 
its  proceedings. 
Having  done  with. parliamentary  authority  and  legal  ani 
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logj,  he  proceeded  to  confider  the  matter  fliortly  upon 

jrinriple. —  It  was  difficult  to  believe  that  to  be  law  which 

-aqpared  fo  totally  definitive  of  the  neceflary  powers  of  the* 

J/mk  of  Commons.     Impeachments  were  of  no  ufe  if  they 

igfat  be  flopped  at  the  pleafure  of  the  perfon  accufed  :  they 

it  naturally  di reded  again  ft:  Minifters,  and  men  often  iu 

:he  pofTeffion  of  power.     Could  it  be  doubted  that  he  who 

-  foadvifed  the  Crown  to  mifufe  its  authority  as  to  deferve 

Jo  impeachment,  would  hefitate  in  advifing  a  diflblution  to 

h%t  himfelf?  Would  he  who  had  rifked  every  thing  in  the 

oamifEon  of  one  crime,  doubt  about  the  commifHon  of  a  frefh 

urae,  to  give  himfelf  fecurity  from  the  confequences  of  his 

tx infer  one?  There  was  no  period  of  an   impeachment  in 

■    ch  it  might  not  be  done :  the  criminal  might  take  the 

£  juceof  an  acquittal,  and  finding  that  likely  to  fail  him; 

fi>e himfelf  by  this  mode. 

twasfaid  that  he  might  be  impeached  again,  at  leaft, 

twer,  the  doftrine  went  to  throw  open  his  prifon  doors 
pot  it  in  his  power  to  elude  juftice.  Was  it  a  thing  un- 
ka&vfiin  the  Hiftory  of  England,  for  a  Minifter  to  fly  from 
\\n  vengeance  of  Parliament  ?  Was  it  nothing  that  the 
»".isof  efcape were  pui  in  his  power?  But  fuppofe  he  did 
:  iy,  did  he  not  return  to  the  new  Parliament  with  th£. 
■C  weapon  in  his  hand  to  defeat  and  elude  the*  juftice  of 
fcti  country  ? 

^  iew  alfo  the  fituation  of  the  prifoner;  the  doflrine  now 

ended  for  might,  in  fome  cnfes,  be  equally  ruinous  to 

h,^.  as  deftru&ive  of  public  juftice.     Suppofe  the  prifoner 

bid  oeaily  concluded  his  defence,  and  was  likely  to  be  ac- 

qwUed,  but  that  his  adverfaries  faw  they  could  convift  hiiti 

tf  they  could  new  mould  their  change,  and  make  ufe  of  thd 

iledge  with  which  the  defence  furnifhed  them :  what 

»3t  more  adverfe  to  the  firft  principles  of  juftice,  and  yet 

^hatwas  more  pofiible,  if  the  doflrine  now  attempted  to 

tefuppofed  were  to  be  fuccefsful.     The  length  of  the  pre- 

fent  trial  had  been  complained  of;,  but  that  length  muft  be 

W)!edif  it  was  held  that  the  proceedings  abated,  unlefs  it 

tosalfo  held  that  a  criminal  was  to  efcape  merely  becaufe 

bad  been  found  neceffary  in  the  fituafion  of  the  country 

diffoJve  the  Parliament^  or  becaufe  a  crime  happened  to 

*  committed    near   the   period    when    by    la^r    it  expired. 

fyon  the  grounds,  therefore,  of  parliamentary  precedent* 

■pi  authority,  analogy,    and  conftitutional  principle,  he 

^a  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  ftaie  of  the  impeachment 

te  not  altered  by  the  diflblution  of  Parliament. 

f    Mr.  Chancellor  Put  obferved,  that  were  he  to  avail  him-  Mr.  £frt. 

[wfoftbe  prefent  moment  to  ftate   his  opinion,  he  fhould 

f%»  that  it  was  fo  clear  as  not  to  make  it  fit  to  have  it  en- 

L    VouXXVIlU  Ee  tered 


1 


tered  on  their  journals,  that  they  thought  it  neceflary  to  ap 
point  a  Committee  to  fearch  for  precedents,  from  whence  ai 
inference  might  be  drawn,  that  they  had  entertained  dcoikti 
of  the  flighted  probai  ility  of  which  they  ought  carefully  f 
avoid  the  appearance.     The  queftion  before  the  Committt 
was  of  fuch  magnitude  and  importance,  in  confequence.c 
its  relation  to  a  right  which  formed   lb  efiential  a    part.  I 
their    privileges,    and  involved  confederations  fo  intinaatelj 
interwoven  with  the  permanent  foundation  of  our  conftits 
tion,  that  all  mud  be  deiirous  to  have  an  opportunity  togil 
it  a  full  and  ample  difcuffion.     When  he  recollected  tk 
number  of  gentlemen  who  would  fpeajc  upon  the  fubjeft,  afl 
who  had   not  yet    had  an  opportunity  of  being  heard.;  art 
when  it  was  alio  well  known  that  thofe  who  were  confide!* 
as  the  firft  legal  authorities  in  that  Houfe  meant  todelin 
their  fentimems,  he  thought  the.  mod  convenient  methd 
they  could  purfue,  would  be  to  adjourn  the  debate  till  a  ftf 
t,ure  day ;  they  would,  by  thofe  means,  have  the  advanta| 
of  affording  thofe  gentlemen  who  wifhed  to  fearch  for  prcrt 
dents,  time  to  confult  the  neceflary  documents  and  Compaq 
the  variety  of  cafes  dated 'by  his  right  honourable  friend  thl 
day,  with  the  hiftory  and  circumftances  of  the  times  in  whM 
they  had  occurred.     When  they  fhould  come  again  to  thedl 
cnflion,  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Erfkine)  oppofite.l 
him,  he  hoped,  would  alfo  be  able  to  refume  the  thread 
that  learned  fneech,  which,  for   a   reafon  that   they  all  I 
mented,  had  been  abruptly  broken  off" before  it  was  finiAei 
and,  in  every  point  of  view,  the  debate  would  benefit 
the  delay.     Mr.  Pitt  now  moved  an   amendment  to  ltfjj 
Erfkine's  motion,  to  add  to  the  queftion,  "  That  the  Cbaii 
"  man  do  leave  the  chair,"  the  words  "Report  progrefij 
"  and  afk  leave  to  fit  again." 
Mr.Burkc      Mr.  Burke  declared,  that  be  perfectly  agreed  with  therigfcl 
honourable  gentleman,  and  thanked  him  for  the  fuggeftioiu 
Sir  John       S\r  Job/*  Scott  begged  leave  to  aflt  the  right  honourabb 
gentlejnan  a  queftion,  relative  to  the  wording  of  his  motioni 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  dated  in  it  that  the  im- 
peachment was  now  depending;  did  he  mean  that  it  wasdf 
pending  in  all  its  forms,  or,  in  other  words,  injiatuqu^  ai 
it  depended  before  the  diflblution  of  the  lad  Parliament  ?  d 
fo,  Sir  John  laid,   the  quedion  feemed  to  him  to  be  fubftan- 
tially  different  from  the  mere  confideration  whether  the  im* 
peachment  abated,  and  muft   be  renovated  by  a  particular 
procefs  el fe where,  not  neceflary  to  be  then  described. 
Mr.Burke      Mr.  Burke  remarked,  that  he   fhould  entertain  a  very* 
great  refpedlfor  every  thing  which  fell  from  the  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman,  and  would  chearfully  have  given  aft 
an  Twer  to  the  quedion  he  had  before  aiked  to  the  fame  poinV 

but- 
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bat  that  be  was  unwilling  to  keep  the  tfoute  from  the  fatis- 
fa&ion  they  rooft  have  felt  from  having  heard  the  able  fpeech 
fen  the  honoorable  arid  leai-ned  gentleman  near  him.  With 
i^gard  to  the  word  "  depending,"  introduced  in  the  motion, 
ifccould  aflign  no  other  reafon  than  that  it  was  the  very 
Wordufed  in  the  Refolation  fent  up  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in 
the  cafe  of  the  Earl  of  Dauby,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
#>c  proper  word  to  ufe  on  the  prefent  occafion. 

The  Majier  of  the  Rolls  thought   the  word  "  depending"  Matter  of 
iftnfced  fome  eiplanation,  and  fuggefted  inferting  after  it  in  the  Rolls, 
demotion,  "  in  all  the  forms  in  which  it  exifted  in  thelaft 
•*  pjrliament* 

Mr.  Fox  contended,  that  the  explanation  fugg^ftedbjr  the  Mr.  Fox. 

Mjftarof  the  Rolls  Would  go  a  great  deal  farther  than  ap- 

feredtobe  proper,  wlureas  the  word  "  depending"  was  fuf- 

fccitot  to  denote  rheir  fenfe  of  their  own  rights,  and  it  would 

r  the  Hoofeof  Lords  to  put  a  conftruclion  upon  it. 

Mr.  Burke  obferved,  that  confidering  this  was  thefirfl:  ftep  Mr.Burke 
thr  rfoufe  of  Commons  was  about  to  take  in  defence  of  their 
privileges,  the  word  "  depending"  was  fufficient  for  them  to 
tie  at  pre  fen  t,  not  thinking  they  Were  ripe  enough  to  go  far- 
ter as  yet*;  but  that  if  he  were  afked  what  he  meant,  he  had 
no  fcruple  to  declare,  that  his  meaning  was  that  the  impeach- 
ment was  xnjiaiu  quo,  for  that,  he  believed,  was  the  proper 
prate.  When  they  had  carried  up  the  queftion  to  the 
Lords,  fuppoftng  that  the  majority  of  that  H^ufe  fhould 
apff  to  vote  it,  the  next  ftep  the  Houfe  would  have  to  take, 
mfc  depend  altogether  oq  the  conduit  of  their  Lordihips. 

The  queftion  was  put,  and  carried. 
'     The  Houfe  adjourned. 

\  fT'edit/day,    22d  December. 

When  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  farther  confideration  of 
the  ftate  in  which  the  irhpeachment  of  Warren-  Haftings,  Efq. 
food  at  the  diffolucion  of  the  laft  Parliament,  hdd  been  read, 
and  Sir  Peter  Burrell  had  taken  his  feat  at  the  ta1  le, 

Hr.ErJkine  rofe   to  retume  his  argument,  interrupted  by      Mr. 
his  illnefs  on  Friday.  E.flune. 

Hefaid,  the  courfe  and  turn  which  the  debate  had  taken 
fincc  he  had  the  honour  firft  to  addrefs  the  Houfe,  gave  ad- 
ditional force  to  his  motion  for  the  fearch  of  authorities  ap- 
plicable to  the  fobjec"r.  If  the  Houfe  had  confuleret!  thv  mat- 
ter as  a  mere  queftion  of  privilege,  or  of  expediency,  to  be 
decided  by  their  own  will,  and  not  by  any  rule  of  law,  and 
flwm  that  footing  had  confidered  it,  as  not  depending  at  all 
op™  any  judgements  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,fuch  a  courfe 
J  °*  proceeding,  however  improp°r,  would  have  been,  at  leaft, 
*&  aufwer  10  his  motion.  But  when  from  the  higheft  au- 
E  e  a  thority 


thority  in  the  Houfe  (the  Speaker)  which  immediately  fol 
lowed  him  in  the  debate,  not  only  volumes  of  precedent 
and  records  had  been  reforted  to,  but  even  common  lai 
judgements  had  been  appealed  to,  with  which  it  could  not  fa 
fuppofed,  the  Houfe  in  general,  were  in  any  degree  pofleflc 
of.  It  was  an  admiflion  that  by  iuch  criterions  the  queftks 
was  to  be  judged,  and  rendered  the  col  led  ion  of  tba 
confiftent  not  only  with  reafon,  but  with  the  common  pra< 
tice  of  both  Houies  of  Parliament,  even  on  fabje&s  of  W 
novelty  and  importance. 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Speaker)  had  admit 

ted  that  there  was  no  precedent  to  be  found  previous  to  167! 

of  an  impeachment  having  furvived  a  diflblution,  and  then 

fore  not  being  able  to  eftabliih  that  order,  on  the  direft  col 

torn  of  Parliament,  ho  had  had  recourfe  to  the  different  ptt 

cedents,  which  were   collected  by  the  Committee  in    1671 

when  the  queftion  concerning  writs  of  error  was  before  U 

Houfe,     But,  befides,  that  none  of  thefe  precedents  relate 

to  impeachments  by  the  Commons,  all  of  them  that  wet 

criminal   proceedings,  and   not  mere  writs  of  error,  wd 

criminal  appeals,  dire£Hy  contrary  to  Magna  Charta,  a* 

the  ancient  ftatutes,  perfifted  in,  even  after  the  ft  at  ute  iftti 

Henry  the  Fourth,  chapter  the   14th,  and  finally  dechuti 

]py  the  Lords,  on  reference  to  all  the  Judges,  to  be  contrail 

to  law,  in  Lord  Briftol's  charge  of  Lord  Clarendon.  j 

Such   precedents,  therefore,  even  if  applicable,  could  i 

no  legal  foundation  for  the  fhort^lived  order  of  1678.     H 

had  to  remark  too,  that  in  thofe  cafes,  the  Lords  had  giwi 

a  day  to  the   parries  in    the   fucceeding  Parliament  whid 

they  had  omitted  in  the  prefent  inkanct,  even  if  they  had  tb 

power  to  have  given  one;  by  which,  according  to  all  au< 

thoriries,  there  was  an  incurable  cha&n  in  the  proceedings 

The  party  was,  without  day,  in  Court,  and  his  hail  final!) 

discharged   from  their  recognizances,  which   went  only  tt 

have   him    before   that  Parliament  ;  he  laid,  therefore,  tb* 

Mr.  K.iftings    was   not  bound  to  appear,  nor  had  the  Lori 

any  procefs,  that  he  knew  of,  to  enforce  his-appearancc— A 

all  events  none  to  continue  the  proceedings,  which  were  dif 

continued  by  nodav  having  Ken  given. — For  thi^  he  refer 

red  to  Hawkins*  pleas  of  the  Crown,  title,  t<  Dif  continuance^ 

where  all  the  authdrities  were  colle&sd. 

He  now  procr eded  to  purfue  tin-  precedents. 
That  of  1673,  founded  too  on  the  anomalous  and  illegal 
proceedings  alluded  to,  declared  only  that  writs  of  erroi 
continued  from  feflion  to  feffion,  and  nothing  fntlicr  was 
done  on  the  fubje6c  till  1678,  when  the  Parliament  was  «W* 
folved  fubfequent  to  the  imprifonment  of  the  Popifh  Lord* 
pnder  the  pretended  plot.     1  he  nation,  at  that  time,  w* 

wrougbl 
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wrought  op  to  a  pitch  of  phrenz  y  concerning  Popery,  and  up- 
on tbatjubjefi,  neither  the  voice  of  reafon  nor  Jaw  could  be 
;  beard.  The  Lords  and  Commons,  the  accufers  and  judges 
Ijof  the  Lords  in  the  Tower,  jointly  examined  Oates,  and 
rjne  to  a  refolution  of  the  exiftence  of  the  plot,  on  the  fole 

idence  of  the  perfon  who  could  give  it  no  exiftence  but  by 

ii? charge  on  the  prifoners,  who  were  afterwards  to  be  tried 

I  taforethe  Peers,     He  ftated  this  faft  to  fhew  the  diforder 

I  and  irregularity  that  prevailed   throughout  this  particular 

proceeding. 

On  the  1 2th  of  March,  1678,  to  give  colour  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  impeachments,  which  by  no  refolution  before  that 
fine  had  been  voted  to  have  continuance,  it  was  moved  to  de- 
cure,  that  writs  of  error,  which  by  the  refolution  in  1673113d 
been  declared  to  continue  from  'feflion  to  feflion,  continued 
from  Parliament  to  Parliament;  and  a  Committee  was  ap- 

inted  to  fearch  precedents.  This  was  evidently  to  give 
c  bur  to  what  followed  :  for  only  two  days  after,  viz.  on 
'  m 7th  of  the  fame  March,  wjthout  doing  any  thing  on  the 
■S  order,  it  was  added  as  an  inftru<5tion  to  the  Committee 

enquire  alfo  into  the  ftate  of  the  impeachments  brought  up 

the  laft  Parliament ;  and  in  two  days  afterwards,  report 
was  made  to  the  Houfe,  that  "  on  per ufal  of  the  journal  of  the 
:  it  of  March,  1673,"  wr,ich,  as  had  been  fhewn,  applied 
Hy  to  the  continuance  of  writs  of  error  from  feflion  to  fef- 
fen,  and  without  fearch  of  any  other  authority,  or  ftate- 
t  of  any  one  principle,  they  reported  that  the  ftate  of 
*  e  impeachments  brought  up  in  the  former  Parliament  was 
net  altered,  and  the  Lords  agreeing  with  this  report,  made 
the  order  of  1678. 

This  order  therefore  was  eftablifhed  upon  no  antecedent 
ojftom  of  Parliament,  but  flood  on  a  moft  drained  and  forced 
analogy  to  writs  of  error,  which  writs  of  error  it  was  noto- 
rious never  did  continue  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  till 
the  exiftence  of  the  order  in  cjueftion,  as  appeared  by  the  au- 
thority of  Lord  Hale,  and  Lord  Coke,  and  a  decifion  of  all 
the  Judges.     Temp.  Charles   1. 

1  o  (hew  that  this  novel  order  was  made  on  the  fpur  of  the 
occafion,  Mr.  Erikine  proceeded  to  fhew  the  immediate  and 
barbarous  ufe  which  was  made  of  it  on  the  trial  and  execu- 
tion ofVifcount  Stafford.  Lord  Nottingham,  whofe  au- 
thority had  been  cited  for  the  continuance  of  impeachments, 
was  Speaker  of  the  Lords  on  that  trial,  and  kindly  confented 
that  Lord  Stafford  fhould  have  counfel,  provided  they  did 
not  ftand  near  enough  to  prompt  him,  and  the  aged  and  in- 
firm prifoner  was  re  fu  fed  the  right  of  arguing  the  queft  ion, 
whether  his  impeachment  had  not  abated.  Perhaps,  hcw-» 
*w,  the  managers  of  that  day  were  right,  when  they  ob- 
jected 
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jtStei  to  the  admiffibility  of  fuch  argument,  the  exiftenceo 

the  order  of  1678;  but  for  that  very  reafon,  if  a  good  oqe 

the  argument  now  turned  the  other  way,  fince  the  reverb 

of  that  order  of  1678,  by  that  of  1685.     He  then  ftated  tha 

reverfing  order,  and  the  language  of  it  was  to  be  attended  U 

It  was  not  a  refolution  either  in  the  abftraSt,  or  in  a  parti 

cular  inftance,  that  impeachments  abated  by  the  diffohitia 

of  Parliament;  leaving  the  order  of  1678  fiiirftanding  as  a 

exifting  refolution,  which  might  have  left  future   times  t) 

cite  one  judgement  again  ft  the  other,  as  they  happened  t»E 

rnoft  confonant  to  the  opinions  of  thofe  who  adopted  tb 

one  of  the  other  in  argument.     No,  the  order  of    1685  <m 

tirely  cut  down  and  annihilated  the  form.r  ;  the  words  of  1 

were,  ; 

"  Refolved,  that  the  order  of  the  19th  of  March,   167J 

"  fhall  be  reverfed  and  annulled  as  to  impeachments/'        < 

If  the  Lords  had  jurifdi&ion  to  make  the  order  of  167I 

they  had  furely  jurifdiftion  to  unmake  it ;  as  the  fir  ft  flood  0) 

no  antecedent  cuftom  or  rule  of  pra&ice ;  and  therefore  wh8 

the  order  of  1685  remained  in  exigence,  the  matter  was  noj 

debateable,  and  the  Lords  (let  the  Commons  vote  what  the] 

might)  could  not,  without  an  ad  of  violence  and  caprice  !• 

fufe  the  benefit  of  it   to  any  man  ftanding  before  them  if 

judgement.   The  queftion,  therefore,  was,  whether  the  ordaj 

of  1685  was  in  force?     As  to  that,  he  faid,  it  flood  to  tHj 

hour  on  the  Lords*  journals  from  the  time  it  pafled,  and  Hi 

impeachment  had  continued  from  Parliament  to  Parliament 

Perfons  impeached,  had,  as  would  appear,  been  discharged 

from  imprisonment  on  the  footing  of  its  exiftence,  and  0* 

der  its  direft  authority  ;  and  the  Commons,  neither  when  it 

was  pafled,  nor  fubfequently  a£hd  upon,  had  ever  madtf  tltf 

fmalleft  obje&ionof  any  invafion  of  th^ir  privileges,  oris* 

vafion  of  the  law. 

Before  he  left  the  order  of  1685,  he  took  notice  of  LofJ 
Anglefea's  proteft  againfl  it,  ftating,  among  other  reafonSi 
that  it  repealed  the  order  of  1678,  which  was  agreeable  to 
the  practice  of  all  former  times.  Mr.  Erfkine  faid,  the  af* 
fertion  was  as  indecent  in  Lord  Anglefea,  as  it  was  falfe;  «* 
that  it  appeared  from  the  Commons' journals,  that  this  very 
Lord  Anglefea,  who  was  Manager  for  the  Lords  in  16781 
told  the  Commons  at  the  conference  in  the  Painted  Cham- 
ber, that  in  the  continuancejof  the  impeachments,  the  Com- 
mons had  gained  a  grs-t  point,  which  though  Hot  adnvittea 
by  the  Commons,  fhewed  the  fenfe  of  this  protefting  L°r<* 
upon  the  fubjedh  From  one  part,  however,  of  Lord  An* 
glefea\  proteft,  a  good  principle  might  be  coUe&ed ;  for  h« 
infilled,  that  the  Lords,  as  a  Court  of  Law,  ought  to  abide  by 

rule, 
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role,  that  the  fobje&  might  know  how  to  apply  for  jufttce. 

As  argument  was  good,  feut  his  £a£ts  againft  him. 

[    Having  difipufled  thefe  tw'o  precedents  of  16789  and  1685, 

i  In  (aid  that  the  true  way  of  fettling  their  authorities,  was  to 

eianine  what  was  done"  by  the  Lords  themfelves*  aad  haw 

tie?  regarded  them,  the  nrft  fubfequent  time  that  the  point 

occurred;  and,  alfo  to  obferve  how  the  Commons  behaved  on  the 

\faumQjhn. 

The  next  precedent  then  was  of  the  Lords  Salifbury  and 

'faerborough,  who  were  impeached  of  hijjjh  treafonin  16S9* 

[  Ptljjment  was  dijflblved  in  the  beginning  of  1569,  and  a 

j»roncmet  in  the  fame  year.     In  1690  thefe  Lords  peti* 

Ebced  to  be  difcharged  from  their  impriibnment,  ftating  the 

Hblution  of  the  Parliament,  and  alfo  a  free  and  general  par- 

I  J&n.    The  operation   of  the   pardon  was  referred   to  the 

Judges;  and  on   their  anfwer,  the  queftion  being  put  for 

(tear  discharge  from  imprifonment,  it  paffed  in  the  negative  ; 

and  being  then  admitted  to  bail,  they  remained  fubjeft  to 

the impeachment^  till  they  were  difcharged  wholly  upon  the 

ch  of  precedents,  and  on  the  order  of  1685.     ThiswTould 

erident  to  whoever  would  look  at  the  journals,  though  it 

noteafy  to  fhew  it  to  two  hundred  perfons,  who  had  not 

precedents,  and  who  refufed  to  look  at  them. 

After  the  anfwer  of  the  Judges,  the  matter  of  pardon  was 

t  dj  (cuffed  again  ;  but  the  Lords  affembled  on  the  general 

ion  of  the  continuance  of  impeachments ;  a  Committee 

Ing  before  been  appointed  to  fearch  precedents  on   the 

It  appeared  by  the  Lords' journals  of  the  30th  of  March, 
1690,  that  the  committee  on  that  day,  reported,    "  That 

;  tbey  had  examined  the  journalsof  the  Houfe,from  their  be- 
"-ginning  in  the  12th  of  Henry  VII.  and  all  the  precedents 
u  of  impeachments  fi nee  that  time,  which  were  in  a  lift  in 
I  the  hands  of  the  clerk,  and  alfo  all  the  precedents  brought 

*  by  Mr.  Petyt"  from  the  Tower,  among  all  which  none 

*  were  found  to  continue  from  one  Parliamaut  to  another, 
u  except  the  Lords,  who  were  lately  fo  long  in  the  Tower,* 
dhdingto  the  Popifh  Lords  who  were  kept  there,  under  the 
Order  of  1678,  and  afterwards  difcharged  under  the  order  of 
I685,  which  annulled  it.  It  was  upon  this  report,  and  not 
i»  the  footing  of  pardon,  that  Lords  Salifbury  and  Peterbo- 
rough were  difcharged.  The  entry  moqkedall  argument;  it 
was  only  neceffary  to  read  it.     The  words  were, 

\  •*  After  confideration  of  which  report,  and  reading  the 
1*  orders  made  the  19th  of  March,  1678,  and  the  22d  of 
\u  May,  1685,  concerning  impeachments,  and  long  de- 
flate thereon,  it  was  refolved   that  Lords  Salifbury   and. 

€<  Peterborough 
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€4  Peterborough  (hould  be  difcharged  from  their  bail ;"  and 
they  were  difcharged  accordingly. 

'What  farther  Ihewed  that  the  pardon  Was  no  ingredient  in 
the  difcharge,  if  the  ftate  of  the  proceeding  were  not  in  it- 
felf  conclutive,  was,  that  the  pardon  could  not  have  dcftroy* 
ed  the  impeachment,  even  fuppofing  the  parties  to  be  intitle^ 
to  it ;  but  maft  have  been  pleaded  before  the  Lords  in  bar  to 
it,  and  on  which  the  Commons,  according  to  every  rule  or 
law,  as  well  as  the  moft  inveterate  cuftom  and  privilege  in 
impeachments,  muft  have  been  heard. 

Nothing  remained  to  be  laid  on  that  cafe  but  the  conduct 
of  the  Commons.  Their  impeachment  was  put  an  end  tOjj 
and  the  prifoner  difcharged  without  confent,  meffage,  ofj 
communication;  and  by  a  diredt  affirmance  of  the  order  or 
1685,  made  on  the  face  of  the  Lords'  Journals;  yetnort^ 
folution  was  come  to  in  this  place,  nor  any  objection  takajj 
by  any  body,  though  this  happened  when  the  Comment 
were  in  high  ftrength,  and  in  the  very  day-fpring  of  the  r£j 
volution. 

Before  leaving  th  is  precedent,  Mr.  Erfkine  dated  an  addition* 
al  proof,  that  the  Lords  a&ed  on  the  order  of  1685;  *°r  tnaM 
would  appear,  and  which  he  did  not  know  himfelf  till  aft* 
coming  down  to  the  Houfe,  though  he  had  fearched,  asl 
thought,  diligently,  and  which  was  an  additional  reafon  fore 
..  liberation  on  fuch  a  complicated  fubjeft,  that  a  Committee  ( 
feargh  precedents  bad  been  at  the  fame  time  appointed, 
the  motion  of  other  perfons  impeached,  and  who  were  all 
difcharged  foon  after,  and  on  the  pecedent  of  Lords  Salisbury 
and  Peterborough.  | 

Thi^  was  the  cafe  of  Sir  Adam  Blair,  Mole,  Gray,  adl 
Elliott,  who  had  been  impeached  about  the  fame  time  witk 
the  two  Lords.  A  Committee,  was  appointed  to  fearch  preH 
cedents,  on  their  application  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords;  and  af»i 
ter  continuing  on  bail,  till  after  the  difcharge  of  Lords  Sf* 
lifbury  and  Peterborough,  they  were  alfo  liberated  without 
communication  with  the  Commons,  and  without  any  fubfe* 
quent  obje&ion  or  diffatisfaftion  ;  though  all  thefe  proceed- 
ings were  of  the  moft  public  notoriety,  and  could  not  be  ua*; 
known  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  of  that  dav. 

The  Duke  of  Leeds'  cafe  in  1 701,  which  followed  next  to 
order,  and  which  had  been  relied  on  as  in  favour  of  the  con* 
tinuance,  he  faid  he  thought  made  quite  the  other  way.  Ax- 
.ter  the  articles  had  been  brought  up,  and  towards  theclofc 
of  the  fame  Parliament,  the  Lords  had,  by  meflage,  remind* 
ed  the  Commons  of  their  impeachment,  and  told  them  thfl 
feffion  was  drawing  to  its  clofe.  Soon  after  the  Parliament 
was  diflblved,  and  on  the  meeting  of  the  new  one,  theLordfr 
without  any  new 'meflage  to  the  Commons,  difmified  the  at* 
'  ticle% 


ticlei,  entering  on  their  journals,  That  in  the  former  Parlia- 
ment the  Duke  of  Leeds  had  been  impeached,  articles  brought 
up,  and  anfwer  put  in;  but  that  the  Commons  not  profecut- 
iog,  he  was  cii (charged.  This  failure  of  profecution  muft 
hive  applied  to  the  expired  Parliament;  for  if  the  impeach- 
meat  had  continued  to  the  new  one,  a  new  meffage  fhould 
have  been  lent,  before  the  articles  were  difmifled  for  want  of 
profecution,  according  to  a  privilege  always  infilled  by  the 
Commons,  that  the  Lords,  on  ah  impeachment,  can  take  no 
fiep,  bat  in  their  prefence.  The  difcharge  was  clearly, 
therefore,  becaufe  the  jurifdiclion  of  the  Lords  was  at  an  end, 
snd  not  an  a£t  of  Judicature  on  a  fubfifting  impeachment, 
:  the  Commons  never  made  any  complain tj  as  they  did 
nben  LordSomers  was  acquitted  in  their  abfence. 

He then  took  notice  of  the  cafes  of  Lords  Somers,  Oxford, 
i  I  Halifax,  where  the  entries  were  fimilar  to  that  of  the 
I  ike  of  Deeds,  and  open  to  the  fame  obfervation,  and  then 
:  neto  the  latt  and  only  remaining  precedent,  of  the  Earl  of 
Oxford,  in  1 7 17.  »► 

That  precedent,  he  faid,  eftablifhed,  beyond  all  queftion, 
tat  effect  a  diflblution.  was  then  fuppofed  to  have  on  an 
peachment ;  for  if  it  had  then  been  doubted,  much  more 
t  had  been  denied,  that  a  diflblution  would  deftroy  an  im- 
•  chtnent,  it  was  extravagant  to  believe  that  Lord  Oxford 
I  ild  have  been  advifed  to  build  a  petition  to  be  difcharged,  on 
intervention  of  a  prorogation  only,  even  if  a  diflblution 
been  taken  to  be  ineffectual ;  and  ftill  more  improbable 
:  the  Lords  would  have  ferioufly  entertained  it,  and  fearch- 
tc for  precedents  on  the  fubjedl.  It  was  true,  that  it  was 
decided  that  the  intervening  prorogation  had  not  terminated 
that  impeachment,  but  the  language  of  the  Lords  who  pro- 
fited again  ft  the  decifion,  demonftrated  that  there  was  but 
one  opinion  concerning  the  effect  of  a  diflblution  ?  for  if  the* 

tJUrds  who  voted  again  ft  the  effect:  of  the  prorogation,  had 
bo  It  their  opinion  on  the  denial  alfo  of  the  effect  of  a  diflb- 
lotion,  theprotefting  Lords  muft  have  feen  that  the  vote  had 
been  given  on  the  reverfal  of  the  order  of  1685  >  whereas  they 
kj,  that  as   they,  in  oppofition  to  the  other  part  of  the 
Houfe,  could  fee  no  difference  between  a  prorogation  and 
diflblution,  they   were   afraid   that    the  vote  would  tend  to 
Ufcuken  the  order  of  1685  ;  a  language  perfectly  abfurd,  if  they 
bad  conceived  that  the  vote  had  been  grounded  on  a  reverfal 
I   of  it.  The  language  of  the  Proteft  was  therefore  plainly  this, 
I   "  We  are  all  agreed  about  the  effeft  of  a  diflblution,  which 
I   "  iithe  fettled  practice ;  but  this  vote  againft  the  effect:  of  a 
I   "  prorogation,  which  we  cannot  diftinguifli  from  a  diflblu- 
|   M  tiooi  may  bring  even  that  point   into  doubt,  which  was 
\   ll  not  meant  to  be  queftioned." 
;     VouXXVlII.  Ff  He 


He  then  took  notice  of  the  cafes  at  common  law  whicl 
had  been  cited,  particularly  the  cafe  in  Carthew,  wher 
Lord  Holt  was  fuppofed  to  have  decided  that  impeachment 
were  not  abated  by  di Ablution.  That  cafe,  lie  laid,  was  ai 
application  by  Lord  Salilbury  to  the  King's  Bench  to  be  baltd 
before  the  Parliament  met ;  and  that  he  was  properly  tall 
by  the  King's  Bench,  that  being  impeached  of  trealon,  hi 
was  not  within  the  a<Sr  of  Habeas  Corpus,  and  therefore  no 
b-.-ing,  de  jure,  bailable,  the  reft  was,  of  courfe,  matter  o 
difcretion.  1  he  Court,  indeed,  then  took  notice  tha:  com 
mitments  of  the  Lords  continued,  notwithftanding  a  diflbla 
tion  of  the  Parliament.  But  the  cafe  cited  for  that  doc 
tine  was  Lo?d  Stafford's,  which  was  while  the  order  in  167I 
remained  in  force-,  which  heat  down  all  fubordinate  or  colta 
teral  opinions ;  and  befides  that,  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  uhicl 
alone  had  jurifdiciion  to  decide  upon  the  exiftence  of  th 
articles,  made  the  decifion,  on  the  meeting  of  the  Parliaroenl 
in  the  \ery  inflance  of  Lord  Saliftury,  and  without  a  tmtf 
jnur  from  the  Commons,  finally  difcharged  that  very  im- 
peachment which  had  been  the  fubjeft  of  Lord  Sahfbury't 
application  to  Lord  Chief  Juftice  holt.  Lord  Chief  Jufttd 
Holt's  opinion,  therefore,  on  a  collateral  point  too,  and 
.where  the  King's  Bench  had  no  jurifdi&ion,  could  never  b^ 
oppofed  to  the  judgement  of  the  Houfe  cf  Lord-,  which  ha4 
jurifdi&ion,  and  which  decided  the  very  point  in  the  verjj 
inftance  for  which  Lord  Holfs  opinion  was  cited.  He  reftec^ 
therefore,  his  argument  on  the  principles  he  fet  out  withj 
the  judgements  of  the  Court  competent  to  decide,  and  ait 
acquiefcing  Legi flat u re;  nay,  what  was  flronger  than  both* 
acquiefcing  accufers :  for,  befides  that  it  had  been  admitted! 
that  no  impeachments  before  1678  appeared  to  have  beeii^ 
continued  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  the  cafe  of  the! 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  in  the  time  of  Charles  the  Firftr 
f  hewed  the  fenfe  cf  the  Commons  themfclves  on  that  fubjecV 
They  had  impeached  the  Duke,  who  had  become  univerfafh/ 
odious;  apprehending  the  lofs  of  their  proceedings  by  diffo* 
lution,  they  had  fent  a  remonftrance  to  the  King  on  the  fu5- 
je£t;  but  the  Parliament  was,  neverthelefs  diffolved.  Ibe 
new  one  met  equally  revengeful  againfc  Buckingham;  yet 
inftead  cf  going  on  with  the  impeachment,  they  addreffed 
the  King  to  remove  him,  from  his  councils,  on  the  imputation 
of  the  crimes  charged  by  the  forme  r  articles ;  but  the  im- 
peachment was  never  mentioned  again,  not  even  in  the  lie- 
bate.  He  faid  that  it  was  worth  obferving,  too,'  that  Lord 
Chief  Juftice  Coke  fat  in  that  Parliament,  who  had  been  re- 
moved from  his  feat  in  the  King's  Bench  by  Buckingham,  and 
who  had  alfo  made  him  Sheriff,  to  prevent  his  return  t<f  Par- 
liament ;  yet  it  never  occurred  to  thatgreat  lawyer,  with  ail 

his 


A.  1J96.  t>    £    B    A    T*    E    S.  21^ 

his  refentmehts  about  him,  to  confider  the  profecution  as 
eiifting, 
Mr.  Erfkine  having  fihiflied  the  ftatement  of  the  prece- 
its,  remarked,  that  they  all  went   to  the  utter  extinction 
of  the  articles  in  the  Lords'  Houfe,  by  thediflolution  of 
iriiamenr,  without  the  right  of  proceeding,  even   de  novo, 
the  trial ;  for  that  in  every  one  of  the  precedents,  the  ar- 
rjhad  been  only  cartied  up,  and  no  proceedings  had  been 
in  the  original  Parliament  which  had  received  them  :  and 
the  folitary  order  of  1678  had  not  declared  that  an  im- 
hment,  in  part  proceeded  upon,  remained  in  Jiatu  quo,  to 
taken  up  again  wiihout  a  re-commencement  of  trial ;  fo  far 
it,  that  it  appeared  to  be  worded  to  repel  fuch   a  con- 
For  though,  in  the  very  fame  order,  the  Lords  had 
lared,  in  the  abftradr,  that  writs   of  error,  on  which  no 
tm'coold  exitt  at  all,  to  be  broken  and  divided,  continued 
;  feum  Parliament  to  Parliament ;  yet,  in  the  next  line,   when 
,'tfeytame  to  impeachments,  they  fiudioufly  changed  theftile, 
'  wd  inftead  of  declaring  generally  that  impeachments  alfo  con- 
bnoed  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  they  only  refolved  that 
th:  d  Solution  did  not  alter  the  ftate  of  thofe  impeachments 
bought  up  in  the  preceding  Parliament ;  a  declaration  which, 
v  w  trial  had  begun  on  them,  could  not  he  brought  to  bear 
upon  the   prefent  impeachment.      Leaving,    therefore,  the 
qorftion  of  the  total  abatement  to  reft,  for  the  prefent,  upon 
Ik  authority  of  the  precedents  only,  though  they  might,  in 
Jm  judgement,    be  fortified  by    folic!  principles  of  law,  a 
Guith  greater  queftion    lay    behind,    which   the  resolution, 
thci^h  its  meaning  was  avowed  by  its  fupporters,  did  not 
»fiin£i]y  exprcfs,  viz.  Whether  fuppofing  the  articles  them- 
tlvtidid  ftill  remain  of  record  untouched  by  the  diflblution» 
^proceedings  upon  them  ex i (led  \r\fiatu  quo  *    a  pofition  not 
rinly  without  fupport  from  any  one  precedent,  but  he  thought 
;gnant  to  eveiy  principle  of  Englifli  juftice.     The  parti- 
cular convenience  or  inconvenience  of  Mr.  Haftings,  as  to 
nu  particular  trial,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  argument. 
fc  would  examine  it  as  it  mull  affect  the  Public,  and  future 

He  faid,  that  in  order,  indeed,  to  decide  upon  both  the 
nrftions,  i.  e.  either  upon  the  exiftence  of  the  impeachment 
tall  after  a  difTolution,  or  its  exiftence  in  Jiatu  quo,  if  it 
21  remained,  the  principles  of  Englifh  criminal  law>  and 
fte  roles  of  criminal  trial  in  other  cafes,  fhould  he  confi- 
ferd;  becaufe  the  conflitution,  iin  permitting  the  exiftence 
fa  Court  of  Impeachment,  as  a  Supreme  Criminal  Court 
frrhigH and  extraordinary  occafions,  could  never  have  in- 
kviti  that  it  fhould  brinp  all  the  other  laws  into  difrepute, 
*yan  «h<med  departure  from  their  principles,  or  deprive  the 

F  f  2  fuhjffii  • 
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fubje&s  of  England  of  the  great  prote&iona  of  Engliih  jufiio 
applicable  to  every  other  occafion. 

7%e  following  are  thejhort  outlines  of  this  part  of  the  arp 
ment.—Re  admitted  that  the  nature  of  the  trial  by  impead 
roent  deprived  the  accufed  of  many  advantages  which  th 
law  had  provided  for  the  fafety  of  accufed  perfons  in  all  ot& 
cafes ;  and  that  therefore  the  reafonings  from  other  prooed 
ings  would  not  clofely  apply ;  but  that  in  the  abfence  of  pri 
cedents,  he  thought  that  the  univerfal  fecurities  and  fa» 
tions  of  ju ftice  ought  not  to  be  farther  violated,  than  nec« 
farily  and  unavoidably  flowed  from  the  very  frame  and  coi 
fiitution  of  the  Court ;  and  that  in  confidering  whether  4 
impeachment  at  ail  continued,  or  if  continuing,  could  go^ 
in  an  uninterrupted  courfe,  the  Houfe  ought  eternally  Jj 
keep  in  view  the  general  principles  of  Engliih  criminal  hi 
and  juftice,  and  to  apply  them  as  far  as  precedent  and  fool 
analogy  would  fupport  the  application.  He  faid  he  wad 
bring  in  review  before  the  Houfe,  the  anxious  foiicitudf  j 
the  conftitution,  which  was  but  another  name  for  the  " 
to  protect  perfons  accufed  from  all  vexation  and  oppr 
The  provifions  which  he  would  enumerate,  and  which 
whole  life  was  fpent  in  feeing  carried  into  daily  efie£t,  < 
tuted  the  great  chara&criftic  of  Englifh  liberty,  eftabliflieiJ 
ages,  and  which  other  nations  were  now  ft  niggling,  thr 
blood  and  confufion,.  to  obtain.  It  would  be  found,  hei 
afraid,  that  an  impeachment  continuing,  as  was  propofed*  J 
in  fitted  on,  violated  them  all.  I 

The  firft  fecurity  was,  that  perfons  accufed  fhouldJ 
brought  to  a  fpeedy,  or  rather  an  immediate  trial,  toaffl) 
long  imprifonmenr,  and  the  anxious  miferies  of  a-doufadj 
condition.  I 

This  was  amply  provided  for  by  the  acl  of  Habeas  Coif^ 
which  enabjed  a  perfon  arretted  to  call  upon  his  accuferj 
bring  forward  his  indiflment  the  firft  feffion  after  his  imfjj 
fonment,  and  to  try  him  on  it  at  the  next;  on  fa»lot*1 
which,  he  was,  in  the  firft  inftance,  entitled  to  bail,  and  i 
the  laft,  to  a  final  difcharge  from  the  accufation. 

He  faid,  that  if  fome  limitation  had  not  applied  to  an  id 
peachment,  by  its  being  a  proceeding  confined  to  a  Parlfa 
nient,  it  appeared  ftrange  that  the  provifions  of  that  fecoq 
Magna  Charta  had  not  been  extended  to  that  cafe,  or  at  m 
"  fome  convenient  limitatidn  enaded,  confiftent  with  that  fp 
cies  of  proceeding;  for  if  impeachments  might  continued 
yond  one  Parliament,  they  might  continue  for  life,  ando|* 
rate  to  perpetual  imprifonment ;  and  the  liberty  of  the  fobjd 
would  no  longer  depend  on  the  law,  but  on  the  will  of  «• 
branch  of  the  Legiflature. 

Th 
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The  next  great  fecurity  was,  that  the  perfons  appointed  to 
try,  were  to  be  purged  from  all  brafs  and  prejudice,  by  the 
challenges  of  the  prifoner. 

It  was  true,  that  the  conftitution  of  the  Court  where  the 
Judges  fat  by  inheritance,  or  creation  of  the  Crown  to  a  cer- 
tain degree,  oufted  this  great  privilege ;  but  in  one  Parlia- 
ment, or  in  thecourfeof  trials  in  general,  its  operation  in 
fo  large  a  body  could  not  be  very  dangerous.  But  if  it  could 
continue  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  without  limitation, 
the  party  impeached  might  come  at  laft  to  be  judged  by  ftran- 

ts  to  his  impeachment,  and  what  was  worfe,  even  by  his 
very  accufers ;  who,  coming  up  from  the  other  Houfe  by 

cceffion  and  creation,  would  judge  upon  property  and  life, 
011  their  own  accufation  ;  yet  without  thepoffibility  of  chal- 
lenge or  obje&ion  from  the  accufed.  The  law  of  Fngland 
could  never  mean  to  fubjedt  any  of  its  fubjedts  to  fuch  a  hor- 
rible inquifition. 

If,  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  the  Legiflature  had  thought 
that  an  impeachment  could  have  had  fuch  continuance,  it 

emed  reasonable  to  fuppofe  that  a  claufe  of  difqualifkation 
would  have  been  introduced,  to  prevent  the  Peers  of  Scot- 
land from  fitting  as  Judges  on  trials,  the  firft  parts  of  which 
they  by  no  poffibility  could  have  heard. 

Tlie  laft  great  rule  of  Englifli  trial  was,  that  the  trial, 

ice  begun,  fhould  go  on  without  alteration  or  feparation, 
to  prevent  impreffions  from  any  fource  but  the  evidence; 
I "iat  the  evidence  fhould  be  given  by  the  witneffes  in  prefence 
of  the  profecutor,  the  prifoner,  and  the  Court;  and  that 
the  verdiA  fhould  be  given  on  the  recent  view  and  recollec* 
lion  of  it. 

Here  again,  the  frame  and  conftitution  of  the  Court  of 
►  Impeachment,  to  a  certain  extent,  deprived  the  fubjeS  of 
I  thete  valuable  privileges.  But  ftill,  confidering  it  as  a  trial  ' 
t*  tnt  Parliamtnty  the  evil,  though  to  be  lamented,  had  its 
limits.  The  profecu tors  were  the  fame;  the  Court  nearly 
fo;  and  the  evidence  might,  during  adjournment,  or  even 
prorogation,  be,  with  the  aid  of  notes,  recollected.  But 
what  was  the  cafe  when  the  Parliament  was  diffolved  ?  It 
could  not  be  faid  that  the  pendency  of  an  impeachment  de- 
prived the  people  of  the  free  choice  of  their  reprefentatives ; 
aot  one  Member,  therefore,  of  the  former  Parliament  might 
return,  by  election,  to  the  new  one.  How,  then,  was  fuch 
new  Houfe  of  Commons  to  proceed  ? 

Suppofe  the  former  Parliament  to  have  been  diffolved  juft 
when  ihe^accufed  had  made  his  defence,  and  that  while  the 
evidence  on  which  his  accufation  refted  was  frefh  in  his  own 
memory,  and  prefent  to  the  recollection  of  the  Managers  and 
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the  Lords,  be  bad  refted  his  whole  defence  on  obfervatiom 
on  that  evidence,  without  calling  witneues ;  appealing  to  tbfl 
honour  of  the  Managers  for  the  truth  of  them,  as  well  as  to 
the  juftice  of  the  Houfe.    Suppofe,  when  he  had  thus  finiQiedj 
and  had  imprefled  even  the  Commons  themfelves  with  hk 
innocence,  the  Parliament  had  been  duTolved  ;  how,  he  faiiy 
could  fuch  a  trial  proceed  in  ftatu  quo?  Were  the  new  Confrj 
mons  to  reply  to  the  prifoner,  whofe  defence  they  had  nev< 
heard  ?  or  was  the  prifoner  to  make  it  over  again,  when 
foundation  of  it  was  forgotten,  in  order  that  the  new  G 
mons  might  hear  it  ?  And  fqppofing  he  could  do  it,  it  w 
ftill  be  obfervations  on  evidence  which  the  Managers  had  ne 
feen,  and  of  which  there  was  no  record,  and  which,  even  if 
corded,  would  be  written  evidence,  contrary  to  the  genius 
Englifli  law.  Suppofe  even  an  interval  of  years  toexift,  wht 
might  often  happen,  between  the  giving  of  the  evidence  1 
the  witnefles  in  one  Parliament,  and  the  hour  of  deliberat« 
and  judgement  in  the  next ;  and  in  a  cafe,  too,  where  a  ju( 
ment  of  guilt  or  innocence  might  abfolutely  depend  upon 
moil  accurate  recollection  of  the  proofs ;  in  what  fituatki 
would  the  Lords  and  Commons  (land  upon  fuch  an  occafion 
The  Lords  who  had  fat  from  the  beginning  of  the  trial,  mu 
>  ■  ;•'     judge  wholly  from  the  unjudicial  notes  of  a  fleepy  clerk,  ad 
with  but  a  feeble  recolle£Hon  of  the  oral  teftimony  ;  and  th 
new  Lords,    open   to  no  challenge,  could  judge  from  DC 
other  poffible  fource,  never  having  even  feen  the  witneffe 
who  delivered  it.     And  in  the  fame  blind  manner  muft  th 
Commons  demand  judgement  again  ft  a  per  (on  whom  the  ol« 
Commons,  who  bad  heard  the  evidence,  might  have  acqvira 
ted.     He  (aid,  by  fuch  rules  of  trial,  he  would  not  defln^ 
the  life  of  a  fparrow,  or  even  pluck  a  feather  out  of  his  wing* 
He  fliould  be  glad  to  hear  what  the  Judges,  as  well  as  tMj 
Lords,  would  fay  to  the  cafe  of  a  Peer,  indiftcd  for  munW 
in  the  King's  Bench,  and  whofe  indidment  was  brought  up 
by  Certiorari  for  trial,  as  it  muft  be,  into  the  Lords'  Houfe: 
if,  pending  fuch  a  trial,  and  when  the  mod  important  witnefil 
was  under  crofs-examination,  the  Parliament  were  diffolvedj 
would  the  witnefs  be  fet  up  again,  a  twelvemomh  afterward**: 
to  go  on  with  what  he  had  been  faying  the  year  before  ?  or : 
would  the  trial  begin  dc  novo  f    He  would  reft  this  part  <£ 
his  argument  on  the  anfiver  which  the  Lords  and  |udge$i 
would  give  to  that  judicial  queftion,  where  the  Commons 
could  have  no  pretence  of  privilege ;  and  if  it  were  anfwered* 
that  the  trial  fhould  begin  de  novo,   he  wilted  to  know  upon 
what  principles  a  Commoner  fliould  be  expofed  to  dangers 
on  an  impeachment,  which  could  not  belong  to  a  Peer,  oft 
an  indi&ment  for  the  higheft  crimes  i  1 

Mr.  1 
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Mr.Erfkine,  in  the  fame  manner,  fuppofed  the  interrup- 
tion of  the  trial  by  diflblution,  at  all  the  different  {rages  in 
which  it  might  be  fo  interrupted,  and  endeavoured  to  fhew 
the  injuflice  that  fright  flow  from  each  inftance.  He  faid, 
that  the  clofeft  analogies  of  law  condemned  this  divifion  of  a 
trial ;  for  that  before  the  ftatute  of  Edward  the  Sixth,  when 
rt*King  died  during  a  trial  by  indidlment,  even  after  con- 
fSim,  no  judgement  could  be  given  on  that  trial.  All  the 
pf'xu-ilings  fell  to  the  ground,  and  the  party  was  put  to  plead 
if  MV  on  the  indictment,  flill  remaining  of  record.  For 
lb*  he  cited  Lord  Coke's  Reports. 

Mr.  Erfkine  concluded  thefe  and  other  obfervations,  by 
hpngf  that  in  the  lapfe  of  feven  centuries,  no  criminal  trial 
feany  Court  had  ever  been  interrupted,  and  taken  up  again 
I  fata  quo ;  nor  had  any  one  impeachment  ever  been  focon- 

Eied  from  one  Parliament  to  another;  nor  before  the  hour 
which  he  was  fpeaking,  had  fuch  a  pofition  been  ever 
;ed  at  by  any  hiftorian,  or  averted  by  any  man  living,  in 
DfOJi  of  rarl iament.  Upon  all  thefe  obfervations,  he  de- 
V*d,  however*  to  build  but  one  conclufion,  which  he  hoped 
M  not  be  thought  im  mode  ft  or  affuming  by  the  Houfe. 
tdiJ  not  defire  to  make  them  a  foundation  for  negativing 
t  rdolution,  but  only  offered  them  to  fhew  that  the  fubjedt 
t  a»  doubtful  as  it  was  momentous.  He  fhould  be  forry  to 
striven  to  give  his  opinion  upon  it,  before  he  had  farther 
nfidered  it ;  though  if  he  was,  he  muft  follow  the  beft 
ht  he  had  on  the  fubjeft— That  to  obtain  a  few  days  for 
"i  deliberation,  both  for  himfelf  and  for  the  Houfe,  was 
I  tingle  objeft  of  all  he  had  faid. 
He  concluded  with  obferving,  that  if  the  Houfe  fell  in 
rhispropoGtion,  and  the  refolution  was  afterwards  voted, 
uld  carry  with  it  all  the  additional  weight  which  the 
teerval  of  deliberation  would  carry  in  public  opinion;  whereas 
tk  vras  precipitately  brought  to  a  conclufion,  though  the 
1  glare  of  the  triumph  of  privilege  might  give  it  eclat  and 
ity,  it  uould  not  carry  the  fame  weight,  when  the 
t  ^t  J-liftory,  in  future  times,  came  to  be  turned  upon  their 
muls.     He  then  moved,  "That  Sir  Peter  Burrell might 

1  the  chair,  report  prog  re  fs,  &c.  &c." 
'If-  Chancellor  Pitt  now  rofe,  and  recjuefled  the  atten~  Mr.  Pitt. 
of  the  Committee  in  this  early  ftage  of  the  prefent 
tint  difcuffion,  while  he  fubrnitted  to  their  confidera- 
his  folemn  and  deliberate  opinion  upon  the  queftion  at 
the  decifion  of  which  involved  in  it  confiderations  of 
firft  magnitude;  the  rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament 
J  concerned,  which  muft  remain  ever  inviolably  facred  ; 
I ow  valuable   and  excellent  conftitution  were  fubverted 
deftroyed,     Notwithftanding   fuch  difplay  of  ability, 

learning* 
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learning,  and  eloquence,  on  the  part  of  the  honourable  gen« 
tleman  oppofite  to   him,  (Mr.  Erfkine)  whofe  argument 
however  ingenioufly  and  forcibly  urged,  did  not  iajprefs  ltf 
mind  with  that  convidion  which  affe&ed  any  change  in  hja 
fentiments   upon  the  point  in  queftion.      Precedents  fiat 
)>een  confulted,  with  the  laborious  induftry,  no  doubt,  4 
many  months  investigation,  by  feveral  honourable  and  learo^ 
gentleman;  but  thofe  adduced,  upon  the  prefent  occafiq^k 
in  favour  of  impeachments  abating  upon  a  di  Ablution  of  Pi 
liament,  were  in  number  fo  few,  and  of  fuch  queftion; 
authority,  in  his  opinion,  as  clearly  to  evince  the  imbed 
of  the  caufe,  without  the  mo  ft  diftant  reflation  upon 
abilities  of  the  learned  advocates  who  fupported  it.    A 
the  molt  diligent  and  accurate  investigation  in  his  power  4 
the  fubjedt  under  difcuflion,  after  deliberating  for  a  length^ 
time  upon  almoft  every  poflible  ground  on  which  it  might  1 
argued,  he  was  come  prepared  to  deliver  his  fentiments,  hd 
far  impeachments  were  affe&ed  by  a  difTolution  of  Parjl| 
menu     The  firft  point,  he  fa  id,  which  claimed  their  att^j 
tion  in  difcuffing  the  fubjeit  under  their  confideration,  *A 
to  afcertain  if  any  evidence  exifted  of  an  uniform  eUablifla 
pradlice'obferved  by  both  Houfes  in  their  conduit  of  i 
peachments,  which  was  to  be  confide  red  as  the  law  of  B 
Lament  in  fuch  cafes.     If  there  we're  precedents  whi  h  deal 
eilablifhed  the  point,  that  from  the  ufage  of  Parliament  il 
peachments   did  abate  by   a   diffolution,  he  would  bow : 
ftlence  to  the  authority,  but  would  lofe  no  time  in  provkli 
a  remedy  againft  a  practice  whofe  tendency  was  hofttle  to  I 
privileges  of  the  Houfe,  and  deftru&ive  of  the  liberties; 
the   country.      The  authority  of  fuch  precedents  no  < 
would  fay  ought  to  be  relied  upon  in  preference  to  tbafr 
the  fundamental  principles  of  the  conftitution.     But  he  1 
happy  to  find  that  there  exiftei  no  evidence  of  fuch  a  u* 
form  rule  of  parliamentary  pradtice.     From  a  difpaifioni 
review  of  the  different  precedents,  he  was  prepared  to  all 
with  confidence,  and  the  fequel,  he  trufted,  would  abi 
dantfy  juitify  the  aflertion,  that  impeachments  did  contifl 
ixxjlatu  quo  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  notwithflandil 
the  precedents  fo  much  infilled  upon  by  the  honourable  ad 
learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Erfkine)  in  fupport  of  an  abating 
of  fuch  proceedings  by  a  diffolution.     That  impeachmed 
did  not  abate  by  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  was  a  princid 
fufficientlyo-ecognized  and  well  eftablifhed  by  many  preil 
dents  in  our  Hiftory  from   the  early  times  of  antiqurtj 
Cafes  perfectly  in  point  might  be  adduced  from  the  reigns^ 
Richard  the  Second,  and  others;  but  he  fhould  only  infil 
upon  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Suffolk  in  the  reign  of  Heat 
the  Sixth,  which  indifputably  proved  that  impeachmeijl 
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fconrinued  from  one  Parliament  to  another.    In  his  invefti- 

Eaion  of  precedent?,  however,  he  did  not  mean  to  confine 
mfelf  to  the  more  doubtful  decifions  of  antiquity,  but 
RiouIJ  advance  to  more  modern  tiiiies,  and  advert  to  in* 
fiances  better  ascertained  and  more  applicable  to  hi^purpofe. 
*Jj  die  refolution  of  the  Lords  in  the  year  1673,  writs,  of 
fcrror  and  petitions  of  appeal  were  made  to  continue  from 
Parliament  to  Parliament;  but  it  was  contended,  fince  no 
mention  is  made  of  impeachments  in  this  refolution,  that  a 
difolotion  of  Parliament  operates  an  abatement  of  fuch  pro- 
ceedings. Now  the  very  oppofite  conclusion  was  deduciblc 
horn  the  report  of  the  Committee,  which  exprefliy  ftated 
that  urits  of  error,  petitions  of  appeal,  And  other  Bujiruffes  of  A 
4k  final  nature*  ought  not  to  be  narrowed  iit  their  difcuflion, 
i\  to  extend  from  Parliament  to  Parliament.  Impeach- 
ments, therefore,  as  judicial  proceedings,  do  not  iieceflarily  . 
tfterby  a  di Ablution.  But  in  the  order  of  1678,  impeach* 
n  are  exprefliy  mentioned  in  common  with  writs  of  er- 
uid  petitions  of  appeal  to  continue  from  one  Parliament 
aitotlier.  To  this  precedent,  however  clear  and  decifive, 
ftions  are-taken  to  invalidate  its  authority;  firft,  it  was 
rmed  to  have  been  a  very  precipitate  proceeding.  But 
r  can  rhisobjedlion  apply  ?  *Did  it  refer  to  any  new  mat- 
not  included  in  the  former  refolution  of  1673?  clearly 
This  order  was  only  a  dedu&ion  from  the  principles 
y  laid  down  in  the  former  decifion  ;  it  could  not  then 
tfrttlpitate  meafure.  Eut  the  critical  jun&ure  of  affairs 
ing  the  ferment  of  party  violence  and  of  civil  contention, 
ght  probably,  it  was  faid,  contribute  materially  to  thajt 
"  luuon  which  authorized  the  continuance  of  impeach- 
U*  This  objedion,  too,  muft  vanifti  the  moment  the 
iicaju flai ices  of  the  times  when  the  decifion  in  queftion 
\  pbee,  are  contrafled  with  thofe  of  the  fubfequent  pe- 
when  it  was  reffcinded.  In  1678,  the  proceedings  of 
Lords  were  not  influenced  by  any  particular  reference  to 
tne matter  then  depending;  it  was  a  general  order,  that 
its  of  error,  petitions  of  appeal,  and  impeachments, 
Id  furvive  a  diflblution  of  Parliament.  Nor  was  this 
tteafure  the  produflioh  of  any  party  violence  or  animofity .; 

I  if  was  an  unanimous  decifion  founded  up  on  the  refolution  of 
jifi/jt  to  ferVe  as  a  {landing  precedent  for  the  condudl  of 
f'fcturt  impeachments.  But  what  was  the  cafe  of  the  rever- 
tl  of  ibis  decifion  in  1685,  fo  much  depended  upon  as  a 
frfCfdetit  in  favour  of  the  abatefnent  of  impeachments  by  a 
j^iflblmion  ?  Was  it  not  at  the  aera  when  James  the  Second, 
■  bigoted  and  Bopifh  Prince,  had  afcended  the  Throne  of 
*bff~  nilrcr ;  when  the  Parliament  was  obfequiou/ly  devoted 
to  the.vril!  of  the  tnoiurch;  when  the  facrifice  #f  principle 
Vol.  XXV11I.  G  g  was 
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Was  recfoired  to  he  made  to  pra&rcal  abufe  ftythe  prejtnfitl 
of  the  times;  when  certain *  P6pifli  Lord*  were  aB&ut  to  t 
folemnly  impeached  who  were  the  ftppofed  favotttitesof  A 
Kirig?     Under  fuch  circam fiances,  what  was  the  condW 
;W  Parliament?    They  very  prdbably  thdtight  that  cm 
'pliance  were  better' than  refiftahce  at  -fuch  a  period;  4 
'  therefore  they  Uetermined,   probably   with  the  beft  ttttieA 
'  tiotts,  to  rid  themfelves  of  the  impeachments  m  conttn 
'  tron,  by  refcindihg  the  order  of  1678.    The  profefled  < 
of  this  reverfal,  theo,  was  to  fcreen  the  nobtemen  in  qu 
from  the '  impending  danger  of  impeachment.     He  th 
would  afk,  againft  which  of  the  decifions  the  objeflfl 
taken  from  the  circdmftanefes  of  the  times  applied  iboft  ft 
ciblyj  whether  to  the  order  of  1678,  or  to  its  reverfal* 
1685?    unqtieftioriably  the  latter.     Ther  honourable  % 
learned  gentleman  had  therefore  ably  and  focccfsfally  j 
gued  againft  himfelf;  fince  by  this  objedion  he  had 
proved  the  one  decifion  a  good  precedent ;  but  its  rr 
bad  one.    So  much  for  the  precedent  of  1685.     The 
objeQibn  to  the  bfder  of  1678' was  taken  'from 'the  ad 
Lord  Stafford,     But  how  could  this  iriftance  invalidated 
authority  of  the  precedent  iq  queftion  )    Becaufe  it 
"the  learned  gentleman : an  opportunity  of  appealing  tifi 
paffions,  that, '  frAm  his  eloquent  and  pathetic  defcriptic  ' 
the   trial,    conviction,  and  execution  of  this  unfortc 
nobleman,  the  Committee  might  infer  the  irijuftice  of  fl 
piinciple  of  continuing  impeachments.     But  was  that  aj 
gitimate  and  conclufive  argument  ?  Would  not  facfi  re' 
ing  prove  adverfe  to  the  caufe  he  attempted  to  eftab 
For  admitting  the  Parliament,  in  this  inftance,  to  haves 
improperly    by  continuing*  an  impeachment;    might 
another  Parliament  be  equally  culpable  in  difpenfing  1 
the  continuance  of  fuch  a  proceeding  ?  Suppofe  a  dcliir1" 
impeached,  and  the  charges  of  crimination  alfedged  again 
gone  through,  a  diflblution  of  Parliament  takes  place ; 
it  not  prove  the  extremity  and  injuflice  to  ftay  the  proceflij 
ings  in  fuch  a  Houfe,  by  which  the  defendant  would  be  pf 
eluded  from  entering  upon  his  defence,  and  judgement  I 
crimination  or  acquittal  could  not  pafs  without  a  renewal! 
the  proceedings  Je  novo?  His  innocence  or  guilt  muft  rems| 
a  fubjeft  of  much  doubt  and   fufpicion.     Would  it  Ofl 
therefore  he  infinitely  more  expedient  and  proper  for  dj 
honour  and  reputation  of  both  parties,  that  fuch  proceel 
ings,  conduced  by  one  Parliament,  fliould  be  refuroed  i 
ftatu  quo  by  another  ?     Upon  fuch  a  liberal  principle  iK 
accufer  would  have  every  fair  opportunity  of  making  g<*j 
Jus  charges^;  and  the  accufed  would  have  equal  liberty  i 
dbfrlifh  his  defease.      Nothing  ihort  of  this  proc*W 
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could  deferve  the  name  of  public  juftice.    What,  becaufe 
the  fate  of  one  nobleman,  from  the  continuance  of  impeach- 
ment, was  fuppofed  hard  and  oppreflive ;  did  it  therefore  follow 
1    that  the  exercife  of  fuch  a  privilege  of  the  Commons  in  every 
l   inftance,  would  be  attended  with  the  fame  obnoxious  confe- 
I   quences  ?    if  the  abufe  of  an  inftitution  was  a  valid  argu- 
I  ©exit  of  its  inutility,  the  objedtion  might  apply  ;  otherwiie 
I  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman's  pathetic  expoftula- 
'  1  would  go  for  nothing ;  tor  in  deciding  upon  the  merit 
of  1  dry  precedent,  our  paffions  ought  not  to  interfere  with 
car  judicial  deliberations.     The  validity  of  the  order  of 
1678  flood  therefore  unimpeached;  a  precedent  which  neither 
eloquence  nor  fophiftry  can  poflibly  invalidate. 

"The  cafe  of  Lords  Saliibury  and  Peterborough,  adduced 
u  a  precedent  in  favour  of  an  abatement  of  impeachments 
bj  a  diflblution,  is  equally  unfortunate;  for  there  doe*  not 
appear  from  the  proceedings,  any  reference  whatever,  ei- 

Ir  to  the  order  of  1685,  or  to  any  former  deciilon  upon 
the  fubje&.  The  impeachment  in  queftion  abated^  not  by 
rirtue  of  any  ufage  of  Parliament,  but  by  the  operation  of  an 
;a  of  general  pardon*  The  impeachment  of  Sir  Adam  Blaif 
n  J  others,  did  not  apply  ;  fince  no  attempts  were  made  to 
\  ew  the  profecution,  and  they  had  been  held  to  bail  fubfe- 
queot  to  a  diflblution.  Now,  if  the  proceedings  had  abate4 
at  confequence  of  that  event,  the  parties  could  not  have 
0  held  to  bail  afterwards;  the  impeachment  having  der 
nined,  they  muft  have  been  difraifled. — But  as  the  pro- 
logs were  pending,  una  fief)  ed  by  any  diflblution,  the 
forties  were  bound  in  a  recognizance.  The  only  juft  infe- 
rence, therefore,  from  this  cafe,  clearly  was,  that  impeach- 
es did  not  abate  in  the  manner  it  had  been  contended,  by 
iflblution  of  Parliament.  The  fame  conclufion  was  evi* 
ikntly  deduct ble  from  the  impeachment  of  Lord  Danby  ;  for 
thtre  cannot  remain  any  doubt  as  to  the  fentiments  then  en- 
tertained by  Parliament;  fince  he  was  clearly  difraifled  upon 
this  principle,  becaufe  the  Commons  had  declined  thej  pro- 
fecution. Now  three  diflblutions  of  Parliament  had  obtain- 
ed before  he  was  difcharged.  It  is  evident  if  a  diflblution 
operated  an  abatement  of  impeachments*  Lord  Danby  muft 
iuwe  been  difmifled  upon  the  firft  diflblution ;  nay,  he  would, 
lavebcen,  upon  that  principle,  di  (charged  of  courfe.  But 
the  cafe  was  quite  otherwife;  for  Parliament  was  repeatedly 
0Ufi>lved,  and  Lord  Danby  was  as  often  detained,  until  at 
feigth,  the  Commons  declining  to  profecute,  he  was  dif- 
dwirged;  fo  that  the  impeachment  in  queftion  abated  by  the 
Ad  of  the  Commons,  and  not  by  the  operation  of  a  diflblur 
*ion.   In  the  cafes  of  Lords  aomers,  Halifax,  Portland,  f  \ 

«4  tb*  D?k*  of  Leeds,  impeachment  abated  in  the  fame  1 
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planner,  the  Commons  not  prosecuting,  the  parties  were  ftf* 
yerally  difcharged.  Now,  on  which  fide  of  the  queftion  did 
the  weight  of  eivdence  from  precedents  preponderate  ?  Di4 
not  the  fcale  fairly  incline  in  favour  of  the  continuance  of 
impeachments  from  Parliament  to  Parliament?  The  nghk 
of  the  Commons  to  profecute  an  impeachment,  until  judges 
ment  was  obtained,  in  his  opinion,  was  clear,  unequivocal^ 
t  and  indifp u table;  from  the  authority  of  fuch  a  body  ofprejH 
cedents.  J 

After  inveftigating  the  evidence  to  be  collected  from  pfle« 
cedents,  the  pradtice  of  Parliament,  during  the  laft  ihrei 
years,  was  the  next  objedt  of  enquiry,  in  the  prefent  difcu^ 
lion.  Parliament  exercifed  two  powers — legiflative  and  jo'" 
dicial,  which  had  their  feparate  and  diftind  limits  and  dura- 
tion. .The  confufion  of  thefe  powers  was  the  princi 
Source  of  all  the  doubts  upon  the  prefent  queftion.  LaWy 
had  differed  a?  much  jn  their  opinions  refpeQing  writs 
error,  and  petitions  of  appeal,  as  cf  impeachments;  fn 
fuch  collifion  of  oppofite  fentiments,  much  fatisfaclion  conl 
not  be  expe&ed^  A  reference  fhould,  therefore,  be  mai 
to  the  clear  and  eftabliflied  principle  of  the  conftitution, 
prder  to  remove  every  cloud  of  doubt  or  difficulty.  Ev< 
ftft  of  legiilation,  it  was  well  known,  was  terminated 
prorogation,  as  well  as  by  diflblution;  but  no  judicial  a4jt 
was  influenced  by  either.  Impeachment,  9 therefore,  bein| 
a  judicial  proceeding,  could  ,not  be  affedted  by  prorogation 
or  diflblution.     In  the  cafe  of  writs  of  error,  and  of  petition^ 

»  of  appeal,  theprpcefs  continued  from  feffiqn  to  feflion,  anl 
from  Parliament  to  Parliament ;  much  more  neceflary  wafl 
it  that  the  proceedings  in  an  impeachment  fhould  alfo  cont£ 
nue;  for  in  the  one  cafe,  there  was  only  one . individual 
againft  another  ;  but  in  the  other,  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 
and  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  were  parries  againft  #J 
ftate  delinquent.     The  impeachment  in  queftion  was  hotthfi' 

.  •       acl  of  the  late)  Parliament,  hyf  of  the  whole  Commons  of. 
the  realm;  the  proceeJing  being  in  the  name  both  of  Con-  1 
fiituents  and  Reprefentatives.     It  had  been  afked,    if  the! 
Poufe  of  Comrqons,  in  this  inft^nce,  were  the  attornies  of ! 
the  people  ?     In  one  fenfe  they  were    confide  red  as  agents* 
confultjng  their  own  judgement  and  difcretion,  in  the  protec- 
tion of  the.interefts  of  their  conflituents.     But  they  were  not  1 
the  attornies  of  the  people,  as   agents  delegated  with  powet 
to  aft  merely  by  the  inftrudlions  of  their  conftituents.  Sock 
an  acceptation  of  the  term  (hould  have  his  heart  ie  ft  abhor- 
rence and  reprobation.     An  impeachment  had  been  com- 
menced 'fry  the  Commons  in  the  perfons  of  their  laterepre- 
fentatives;  fuch. a  proceeding  ought  not  to  be  discontinued 
without  due  enquiry  and  deliberation ;  for  the,  Houfe  flood 
■  .  '  '  in 
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in  a  fimilar  fituation  with  the  fucccflbr  of  the  King's  Attor- 
ney General,  in  the  prefent   inftance,  who  was  always  ro- 
iwred  to  proceed  with  all  the  trials  already  commenced  on 
mt  part  of  the  King.     Bat  in  law,  it  was  faid,  there  was  no 
Ifrcb  body  as  the  Commons  of  England  recognized;  hut 
nwiftl  any  one  draw  fuch  an  abfurd  inference  from  an  acci- 
Hntal  omiffion,  that  fuch  a  body   had  no   rehl  exiftence, 
*hich  was  to  be  regarded  as  the  principal  obje£l  of  legiflation 
fery  civilized  country  )     Our  anceftors  had,  in  their  ac- 
fulfomed  wifdom,  fufficiently,  in  his  opinion,  guarded  againit % 
'iBch  a  fuppofed  folicifm  in  politics;  by  ordering  all  fupplies 

>e  granted  in  the  name  of  the  Commons,  as  well  as,  all . 
Attachments to  be  laid  in  their  name;  when  once  a  pro- 
dding, therefore,  aflumej  a  judicial  form,  its  exiftence  no 
longer  depended  upon  the   perfons  who  were  immediately 
fricerned  in  its  inltitution.     The  Houfe  of  Commons  were 
t  iy  the  legal  organ  of  infiituting  impeachments,  as  the  At- 
t^ney  General  was  of  filing  an   information   ex  officio^  or 
i    ndiflment  in  the  name  of  the  King.  The  public  profecu- 
::  in  the  one  cafe  were  the  Commons  of  the  realm,  and 
ting  was  the  profecutor  in  the  other.     From  the  confi- 
tion  of  the  capacity  in  which  the  Houfe,  as  a  judicial  and 
a  legiflatke  body,  adted  in  the  conduiSr.  of  impeachments ; 
herefore  followed,  that  their  proceedings,  by  the  confti- 
'  on,  coofd  not  abate  or  be  affecSled  either  by    a  prorqga- 
lor  a  diffolution   of  Parliament. 

lis  next  ground  of  evidence  in  the  difcuflion  of  thequef- 
to  which  he  requefted  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
aid  be  taken  from  the  decifions  of  the  Courts  of  Jvfti^e, 
the  authority  of  eminent  lawyers.  The  authority  of 
Sgreat  and  venerable  Lord  Hale  was  to  be  diftrufted  in 
1  prefent  inftance,  fince  writs  of  error,  petitions  of  ap- 
and  impeachments,  were  confidered  by  him  as  legifla- 
land  not  judicial  proceedings.  Now,  all  the  legiflative 
xeedings  unqueftionnbfy  abated  by  prorogation  as  well 
tiflblution  ;  but  impeachments,  writs  of  error,  and  peti- 
of  appeal  are  judicial  proceedings  which  continue 
feffion  to  feflion,  and  frcm  Parliament  to  Parliament. 
;  error  of  Lord  Hale  proceeded  from  his  confounding  the 
:  flatiVe  with  the  judicial  power  in  parliamentary  proceed- 
This  miftatement  appeared  from  a  paflage  which  he 
i  read  to  the  Committee,  in  'which  writs  oferror,  peti- 
tions of  appeal,  and  impeachments,  were  faid  to  abate,  as 
m  well  by  prorogation  as  diflblution.  Lord  Holt  entertain- 
m  a  different  opinion  upon  the  fubje£t,  fince  he  had  argued 
pwa  the  cafe  of  Lord  Stafford,  as  a  weighty  and  irrefraga- 
ble precedent  in  favour  of  the  continuances  or  impeachments 
pd  other  judicial  proceedings,  from  one  Parliament  to  ano- 
ther. 
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then     Lord   Chief  Baron  Commyns,  an  authority  oftl 
higheft  refpe&ahility  in  the  Courts  of  Ju  ft  ice,  was  alfo  ^ 
cided  in  his  opinion   upon   the  fubjecl;  for,  from  a  paQi 
which  he  readout  of  his  nigeft,  it  appeared  not  only  that  ij 
peachments  continued*  but  that  they  ftiould  be  refuorcdaj| 
profecuted,  until  judgement  was  obtained,  notwitbftandU 
9ny  contingent  interruptions  from  either  prorogation  or  dj| 
folution.     The  authority  of  the  Legiflature  too,  in  the  pfi 
amble  to  on  Act  of  the  13th  of  the  King,  by  implicate 
was  alfo  favourable  to  the  point  he  endeavoured,  to  eftablii 
hefides  many  cafes  from  Carthew's   Reports,  and  otheij  \ 
thotities,    might  be  adduced,  which  abundantly  proved 
had  been  long  held  that  impeachments  were  not  affecled 
the  operation  of  a  di  Ablution.     If  fuch  proceedings  had  ail 
ed,  in  confequence  of  fuch  an  event,  it  was  evident  that  I 
courfe  of  public  juftice  would  be  greatly   interrupted.    I 
there  was  neither  precedent  nor  law  which  authorifed  fuel 


power,  they  muft  ncceflarily  have  the  feme  operation 
the  other  afts  of  that  power.     Writs  of  error,  petition* 
appeal,  as  judicial  ads,  furvived  prorogation  and  diflblutifl 
fo  alfo  ought  impeachments.     To  admit  the  continuance 
the  former,  and  to  infift  upon  the  abatement  of  thelatl 
-by  the  operation  of  a  diffolution,  were  the  groflfeft  ahCurdil 
iince,  as  judicial   proceedings,    they  were  brandies  of  I 
fime  power,  and  their  connection  depended  upon  a  peiflf 
nent  union  of  principle.     Thofe  who  infilled  upon  theatafl 
mentof  impeachments,  were  con fiftent,  if  they  alfo  infifii 
upon    the  abatements   of  writs  of  error  and  petitions  i 
appeal ;  hut  when  once  the  continuance  of  the  latter  was  I 
lowed,  and  the  abatement  of  the  former  contended  Cwy 
confequence  of  a  difiblution;  then  it  was  evident  that  if 
peachments  were  made)  in  one  inftance,  a  branch  of  the  j| 
dicial  power*  and  in  another,  an  ad  of  the  legiflative,  4 
ferve  feme  particular  purpofr.     Now  fuch  contuGon  of  A 
two  parliamentary  powers  he  had  noticed,  ftiould  he  ftufl 
tvuflv  avoided,  left  their  proceedings  were  impeded  by  entfM 
doubts  and  difficulties,  and  might  terminate  in  a  great  o{j| 
prefllon"  and  injuftice  to  individuals,  and  eventually  tend^ 
fubvett  our  excellent  constitution.     The  power  of  impe*4| 
mmts  is  a  privilege  of  the  firft  confequence  to  the  liberties^ 
the  country;  it  operated  as  a  (alutary  check  upon  thofe  I 
a  Immigration,  and  efli£tually  guarded  againft  every  un<bj 
infiu4*nce  of  the  Ctown,  in  the  protection  of  ftate  deliq 
qireiicv.    Ought  the  event  of  an  impeachment  tbeo,  tj 

dcpe« 
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^cfjeftd  upon  Ae  operation  of  a  diffolutiort  ?  No.    If  the  ex- 

foeiffeof  this  power  were  once  to   be  influenced  by  fuch  ad 

pent,  there  wofcld  be  an  end  put  to  official  refponfibility ; 

Ijlrinoft  flagrant  a&s  of  corruption,  oppreffion,  and  .injuftice, 

"rtW  paft  with  impunity  ;•  for  the  party   impeached  might 

procure,  by  their  own  intereft,  or   the  influence  of  their 

rfremh,  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  in  order  to  efcane  the 

^ptfirftiment  hrs  -offences  might  juftly  deferve.     Voluntary 

i  eiik-ment  were,  indeed,  too  heavy  a  punifhment  for  injured 

innocence  toendure,  to  avoid  an  unjufl  impeachment ;  but 

for  the  guilty  delinquent  to  enjoy  fuch  an  indulgence,  would 

be  no  pimifhrnent,  but  rather  a  reward,  for  his  villany.   The 

Ikiement  of  impeachments,  therefore,  by  a  diflblution  of 

f'firltament,  -would  throw  an  infurmountableobftacle  in  the 

*ay  of  public  jttftice,  and  would  deprive  the  Houfe  of  a 

er  the    moft    formidable  to  a  corrupt  Admmiftration, 

ofc  cxercife  ferved  as  a  fhield  and  bulwark  for  the  confli- 

nion.  i 

A*  to  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman's  objedton, 
m  man  can  be  a  Judge,  de  jure>  in  a  Court,  without  a 
etent  knowledge  of  the  whole  proceedings ;  this  way 
in  an  inferior  Court  of  Judicature,  hut  was  not  appli- 
61e  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords :  for  this  Supreme  Court  of  Ju- 
ture  was  liable  perpetually  to  change  it*  Members,  ir» 
'     ence  of  death,  which  naturally  produced  others  as  their 
effow.    Suppofing  the  new  Members  were  ignorant  of 
proceedings  already  had  of  the  impeachment  depending, 
at  inconvenience  could  arife  from  that  circum (lance,  when 
t  of  the  whole  evidence  were  printed  ?  They  need  only 
r  for  the  recmifite  information  to  the  journals.     They  had 
i  right  to  judge  from  the  minutes,  upon -the  fidelity  and 
uracy  of  which  they   might  always  depend,  fince  they 
Irritated  not  only  among  thofe  Peers  who  were  pre- 
:  at  the  taking  of  the  evidence,  but  among  thofe  who  were 
rnt,  for  their  information*    An  impeachment  was  an  ex* 
firtary  cafe,  which  did  not  admit  of  being  conduced 
on  the  fame  rules  with  an  inferior  Court  of  Judicature.  In 
'tfie  one  cafe,  judgement  was  formed  upon  printed  evidence ; 
M  in  ihe  other,  viva  voce  evidence  was  certainly  requifire. 
Were  the  rules  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  to  obtain  in  the 
fioufe  of  Lords,  the  queflion  would  be  wholly  at  an  end,  and 
tAt  right  of  impeachment  at  once  annihilated ;  fince  it  were 
*bmer  to  file  an  indidment  in  the  one,  than  prefer  an  im- 
K*chnient  in  the  other.     But  the  foundation  of  impeach- 
*m*itts*as,  to  bring  delinquents  to  jurtice,  who  would  have 
^tfoped  if  tried  according  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  the  Courts 
I  judicature.     The  practice  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  was  in- 
compatible 
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compatible  With  that  of  the  other  Courts,  in  regard  to  t* 
voce  evidence  and  decifion,  without  feparating.  Notes  we 
in  conftant  pradice,  and  written  evidence  confulted,  withoj 
which,  it  were  impofiible,  in  cafes  of  impeachment,  toredfli 
under  one  view  the  whole  body  of  the  evidence;  for  tha 
were  few  iriftances  in  which  impeachments  did  not  occta 
fomedays?  written  evidence  were  thfcn  as  indifpenfableia 
trial  of  ten  days  as  of  three  years*  But  it  was  (aid,  thaM 
a  long  impeachment,  in  confequeridepf  the  conrfant  chad 
of  Members  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  *  fome  who  had  beenlj 
cufers  became  Judges;  In  reply,  heobferved,  that  there  ' 
no  period  of  prorogation  to  which  the  fame  obje&ion  « 
not  apply.  The  Members  who  were  fo  circnmftanced, 
tainly  could  not  be  deprived  of  their  judicial  powers;  at[ 
fame  time,  the  exercife  ajid  application  of  thofe  power*.] 
mained  at  the  fole  difpofal  of  their  own  feelings  and. a 
/  fciences.  It  was  an  unavoidable  ci  ream  ft  a  nee  incidents 
the  nature  of  fuch  a  proceeding  as  an  impeachment,  fi 
'  which  no  danger  of  injuftice  could  be  apprehended,  with 
|hadow  of  reafon.  J 

He  fhould,  hefaid,  Wave,  for  the  prefer**,  every  con$ 
ration  of  the  inquiry  how  far  the  Houfe  of  Commons  m 
difabled  from  proceeding  in  the  impeachment  depending 
it  remained  a  fubject  for  future  investigation.     When  ill 
once  eftablilhed  that  the  right  of  impeachment  did  not  al 
by  diflolution,  the  difcretion  of  the  Houfe  would  next  dd 
mine  whether  it  were  expedient  to  profecute  the  impeachna 
in  queftion  any  farther;  or  what  other  line  of  condu& 
purfue  in  regard  to  fuch  a  proceeding.     Of  this  he  was  v 
lure,  that  no  fair  objection  could  be  urged,  from  any  de 
of  information.     The  Court  in  which  the  trial  had  beene 
duded,  was  acceffible  to  all"}  all  the  Reports  and  papery 
fpefling  the  evidence,  were  open  to  general  infpedion; 
that  it  was  entirely  at  the  option  not  only  of  every  Men 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,,  but  alfo  of  every  Britifli  fubj 
-to  remain  in  ignorance  of  any  part  of  the'proceedings. 
wifhed  it  to  be  underftood   by  all,  as  an  eftablifhed  ar\ai 
controvertible  principle,    that   impeachments  continued. 
Jiatu  quo.     A  contrary  mode  of  proceeding  would  be  attend 
with  confequences  deftruftive  of  the  privileges  of  the  Hoji 
as  well  as  injurious  and  prejudicial  to  the  caufe  of  the  pai 
a  ecu  fed.     If  an  offence,  for   inftance,  were  committed,  I 
convi&ton  of  which  required  a  proceeding  by  impeachmO 
upon  the  eve  of  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  the  prcfecuti 
might  be  poftponed  until  the  meeting  of  a  new  Pailiaind 
in  order  to  avoid  a  repetition  oftle  proceedings;  the  cod 
^uence  naturally  to  be  apprehended,  were^the  efcapeofd 
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delinquent.    If,  on  the  other  hand,  an   impeachment  had 
been  carried  on  for  fuch  a  confiderable  length  of  time,  as  to 
exceed  a  diflblution  of  Parliament,  the  repetition  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  that  cafe  might  materially  impede  the  progrefsof 
other  public  bufmefs.     The  death  ot  a  witnefs,  in  the  mean 
time,  might  very  confiderably  too  affect  the  ftate  of  the  evi- 
dence; and  an  impeachment,  by  this  mode  of  proceeding, 
might  be  converted  into  an  engine  of  opprt  flion  and  injuftice. 
Scppofe  tlie  party  impeached  to  have  made  fome  progrefs  in 
bis  defence,  his  accufers  might  poffefs  fufficient  influence  to 
procure  a  fudden  diflblution  of  Parliament ;  the  confequence 
.  night  be,  a  frefti  accufation  againft  him,  fabricated  out  of  his 
t  ptn  defence.     By  fuch  a  nefarious  proceeding,  an  individual 
(tight  continue  to  be  the  object  of  a  pul  lie  profecution  all  his 
ife-tirae,  without  the  poflibility  of  the  means  of  being  pro* 
KHinced  either  innocent  or  guilty.     Thus,  an  impeachment 
ii&nft  continue  mjlcttuquo  after  a  diflblution,  or  the  privileges 
of  Parliament  mult  fuffer  violence,  and  the  caufe  of  the  ac- 
ofedfuftain  irreparable  injury,  and  intolerable  oppreffion, 
le  was  clearly  decided  in  his  opinion,  therefore,  from  the 
Bbght  of  precedents,  from  the  principles  of  theconftitution, 
fom  the  authority  of  the  greateft  luminaries  of  the  law,  from 
be  immutable  principles  ofjuftice,  from  the  expediency  of 
pblic  trials,  and  from  every  argument  of  plain  common 
fflfe,  that  impeachments  not  only  continued  unaffected  by 
diflblution  of  Parliament,  but  exifted  in  Jlatu  qua*  notwith- 
standing the  operation  of  fuch  an  event ;  he  therefore. would 
We,  with  cbearful  confidence,  for  the  original  motion  of 
Ac  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  the  impeachment  of 
Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  was  now  depending. 

^l  The  Mofor+f  the  Roils  wilhed  that  the  right  honourable  Mafter  of 
ntleman  who   moved  the  queftion,  had  followed  the  ex-  the  Roll* 
»ple  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  the  cafe  of  Lord  Danby, 
J  had  defcribed  in  the  motion  more  particularly  what  was 
eant  by  the  iinpeachmept  that  was  ftated  in  it  to  be  de- 
ling,    His   right  honourable  friend,    it  was  true,  had 
wly  explained  himfelf  on  that  head,  and  had  declared  that, 
%  his  opinion,  the  impeachment  depended  mjiatu  qyo  juft  as 
t  had  done   at  the  conclufion  of  the  laft  Parliament.     He 
rfefled  a  great  efteem  for  the  right  honourable  mover  of  the 
rfiion,  but  he  muft  fay,  that  according  to  clear  law  and 
ery  legal  analogy,  it  was  impoffible  that  impeachments 
nld  exift  mflatu  quo  after  a  diflblution  of  Parliament    nor 
txbe  year  1678,  had  it  ever  entered  into  the  mind  of  man, 
#  a  diflblution  did  not  put  an  end  to  every  exifting  parlia- 
ntary  proceeding.     With  regard  to  evidence,  there  was 
t  one  role  of  evidence  which  did  not  apply  to  the  Houfe 
Vol.  XXV11L  Hh  of 


234  'B4.RJ-IAMEN  T.  -A*  Y  A.  179* 

of  Lords  as  much  as  to  any  pf  the  inferior  Courts  in  the  king- 
dom.    As  to  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Suffolk,  it  was  an  ex- 
traordinary one  to  look  to  as  a  precedent.     The  noble  Duke 
*       had  been  banilKed,  and  \\\s  enemies  not  thinking  that  a  fuffi- 
cient   punishment,  moved  an  impeachment   in  tlfat   Houfe  J 
but  it  was  not  true  that  a  trial  had  begun,  in  one  Parliament 
and  continued  in  the  next.     While  theie  proceedings,  ho**; 
ever,  were  going  on   at  home,  the  ik  hie  Duke   lay   dead  iff 
France.     The  impeachment  of  Mr-  Hayings  was  the  fjrftfa*! 
,    ftance  of  an  impeachmtnt  in  which  the  trial  had  lafted  beytW 
the  fefllon,  and  he  Pncerely  hoped  it  would  he  the  laft,       '2 
Mr.  Mr.  Yorke  obferved,   that  it  appeared  to  him,   from  re*6 

"Yorke.    and  common  fenfe,  that  impeachments  were  not  dUcontin* 
in  confequence  of  a  diffblution  of  Parliament;  Gnce  it  w 
founded  in  principles  of  juftice,  tJiAt  the  accufed  ihould  hai 
an  opportunity  afforded  him*  of  clearing  his  ckaradter  ail 
making  his  defence,  which  h   could  not  h.ive,  if  the  impeac 
ment  were  to  abate.     Mr.  Yorke  thought  that  the  Houfe^ 
Lords  could  not  proceed  to  judgement,  unlefs  the  Houfe  < 
Commons  prayed  it ;  in  like  manner,  as  the  Court  of  Kinj 
Bench,  on  a  conviction  on  a  criminal  information  or  indtf 
ment  preferred  by    the  Attorney  General,  would   not  gi< 
judgement  until  the  Attorney  General  came  into  Court  U 
prayed  it.     The  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Excfcj 
quer  had   fiiewn,  Mr.  Yorke  obferved,  that  writs   of  erri 
had  continued  from   time   to   time,  not^vithftanding  a  ne 
Parliament.     In  ancient  days,  the  Parliament  was  diffoWe 
or  expired,  at  the  end  of  a  fingle  felfion  ;  but  as  election  p 
titions  and  other  public  bufineis  increafed,  it  bad  been  foua 
neceffary  to  increafe  the  term  of  the  dura' ion  of  Parliament) 
Mr.  Yorke  defined  the  diftinclion  of  the  rules  of  proceedifll 
in  the  Courts  of  Law  and  the  Court  of  Parliament ;  in  tlj 
former,  the  whole  power  of  the  Court  was  derived  from  tl 
Crown  ;  in  the  Court  of  Parliament,  all  tlv  power  wasdi 
rived  from  the  People,  and  not  from  the  Crown. 
Attorney       The,  jittorney  General  contended,  that  if  oppoiing  the  on- 
pcDcral.    ginal  queftioiij    was  to  abandon  the  privileges  of  that  Houfy 
fure  he  was,  it  was  to  a&  agreeably  to  the  law  of  the  lamLI 
He  next  entered  into  a  difcuffion  of  the  cafe  of  Lord  StaifrnU 
and  gave  an  account  of  the  conduit  and  arguments  of  Ser-j 
jeant  Maynard  and  Sir  W  illiam  Jones  on  that  memo  able oH 
cafion.     He  could  not  but  be  of  opinion  that  a  farther  inquirf  j 
was  neceffary  ;  and  therefore  he  mould  think  it  his  duty  to 
abftain  from  giving  his  vote  for  the  original  queftion.    WIMj 
precedents  fhould  be  found,  they  ought  then  to  fift  the  foJK 
jec*l  to  the  bottom,  and  afcertain  what  was  the  mode  moft  ***, 

pedient  and  proper  for  that  Houfe.  to  purfue« 

■         '  Mr.  j 
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Mr.  Adam  and  Mr.  Pvhus,'  a  flew  Member^  having  rifen 
fct  the  fame  time,  the  preference  was  given  to  the  latter. 

Mr.  Pybus  began  by  lamenting  that  he  ljad  been  drawn      Mr. 
\  Into  a  competition  with  the  honourable    gentleman ;    and    Pybus; 
£&M  he  ftrongly  felt  that  he  had  no  other  claim  to  pre-audi- 
ftnce,  than  fuch  as  courtefy  had  allowed  to  that  novelty  of 
f  finntion  in  which  he  was  placed.      As  he  had  a  few  words 
Id  6y  upon  the  fubje6c  tinder  difcuffion,  he  was-  dcfirous  of 
lAJrcfling  the  Committee,  before  their  patience  might  be 
unpaired  by  the  long  continuance  of  the  debate.     He  was 
fiMe  that,  under  the  moil  favourable  circumftances,   ht 
m!d  appear  to  greit  difadvantage  before  thofe,  who  had 
n  long  ufed  to  admire  the  extraordinary  talents  of  many 
emen  in  the  Committee:   it  muft  therefore  be  a  matter 
the  moft  reafonahle  anxiety  to  him,  whenever  he  ventured 
q  deliver  his  fentiments,  that  the  Houfe  (hould  be  in  the 
full  pofleffion  of  their  accuftomed  indulgence.     He  hoped 
t  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  h&  fhould  always  give  his 
tiful  to    the  confideration  of  any  fubje6t  of  importance, 
hich  might  come  before  him  in  that  charadler :  as  a  Mem- 
of  that  profeffion  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong, 
onfidered  himfelf  as  being  doubly  called  upon  by  the  fub- 
in  queftion.     He  had  (pared  no  pains  to  tnake  himfelf 
mafter  of  the  merits  of  it,  by  availing  himfelf  of  all  the  in- 
formation within  his  reach.     He  (hould  not  attempt  to  trace 
ova  again  the  ground  which  had  already  been  fo  clearly 
and  accurately  defcribed:   but  (hould  content  himfelf  with, 
declaring  that  from  a  diligent  infpedion  of  the  journals  of 
Parliament,  and  from  an  attentive  confideration  of  the  ana* 
hpt$  of  law,  he  had  fatisfied  himfelf,  that  the  impeach- 
tacitt  had  not  been  affefled  by  the  diffolution  of  Parliament; 
He  was  mortified  that  in  delivering  this  opinion,  he  differed 
from  many  gentlemen  in  the  Committee,  who.  were  greatly 
bis  fuperiors  in  talents   and    profeffional  reputation:     but 
IMmevvr  entitl  d  their  fentiments  might  be  to  preference  a* 
a  ground   of  parliamentary   condudl    in   others,   his   duty 
and  his   confeience   informed    hint,    that   they  ought    not 
to  have  the  fame  preference  from  him,  when  they  refitted 
the  con vt& ion  of  his  own  mind.    He  had  ftill  the  fatisfa&ion 
to  agree  with  fome  gentlemen  of  the  higheft  character  for 
conititutional  knowledge  ;   and  to  find  that  his  ideas  had  been 
;,  fanchoned  by  a  wonderful  effort  of  underftariding  and  elo- 
■^lence,  which  they  had  lately  witnefled.     It  had  evidently 
'made  a  itrong  imprefEon  upon  -the  Committee ;  an  impref- 
h   £on,  which  he  was  certainly  very  defirqus  to  confirm,  if  any 
I    confirmation  could  be  neceffary,  but  which  he  knew  himfelf 
too  well  to  run  the  rifk  of  weakening  by  many  obfervationt 
tfhi&owcu 

Hh  2  What- 
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Whatever  doubts,  Mr.  Pybus  faid,   he  had  entertained 
updn  the  point  of  law;  Upon  the  point  of  reafon,  juftice,  and 
a  due  regard  for  thofe  invaluable  rights  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  which  were  implicated  in  the  queftion,  he  had 
never  had  any  doubt  or  hefitation  at  all.     He  was  aware, 
and  no  man  could  be  a  more  decided  advocate  for  the  doc-', 
trine  than  he  was,  that  the  particular  cafe  ihould    always' 
be  governed  by  the  exifling  law,  whatever  that  might  be. 
The  abfurdity  of  a  law  was  a  good  reafon  for  repealing  it, 
but  was  none  for  oppofing  its  decifion.      It  was  better  to  fub- 
mit  to  a  temporarj  evil,  than  to  render  the  firft  objedfc  of  oar 
obedience  precarious  and  uncertain.     What,  then,  was  the 
law,  and  how  were  they  to  a  (certain  it  upon  that  occafion? 
If  the  merits  of  contradi&ory  precedents  were  to  be  weighed 
againft  each  other,  he  had  already  declared  which  fcale,  in 
lus  humble  opinion,  n>uft  preponderate.     But  he  would  go 
ftill  farther,  and  he  agreed,  like  wife,  with  the  Right  Hon- 
ourable Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  fecond  part  of 
his  argument.     If  the  weight  of  precedent  had  been  exafily 
the  reverfe  of  what  Mr.  Pybus  had  conceived  it  to  be^  he  , 
ihould,  even  in  that  cafe  have  thought  that  nothing  fliort  of  | 
a  clear,  uninterrupted   parliamentary   ufage,   could  juftify  j 
him  in  oppofmg  the  original  motion  by  a  vote,  which  might 
weaken  and  en Janger  the  right  of  impeachment. 

There  were,  however,  many  Members  of  the  Committee 
who  thought  that  the  law  fhould  be  wholly  colle&ed  from 
the  preponderation  of  precedent.     If  in  afcertaining  that,  the 
balance  (hould  incline  differently  in  their  minds,  From  what 
it  did  in  his,  though  they  might  join  with  a  learned  gentle- 
man in  deploring  the-  abatement   as  a  national  calamity,  1 
they  were  certainly  obliged  in  confeience  to  maintain  it. 
But  if  there  {hould  be  any,  and  there  undoubtedly  would  be  , 
fome,  whofe  minds,  at  the  conclufion  of  the  debate,  (hould- 
be  unlettled  upon  that'  point,  whether  from  the  want  of  an  1 
apprehenfion  purely  and  technically  legal,    or  from  other 
caufes,  they  would. he  equally  bound,  in  the  abfence  of  that 
-conviftion,  to  confider  the  general  merits  of  the  queftion, 
and  to  vote  in  a  manner  the  mod  confonant  with  their  ideal 
of  reafon  and  juftice,  and  the  fafety  of  that  right,  in  the  pre*  . 
forvation  of  which  the  nation  was  fo  deeply  interefted. 

He  confefled,  that  upon  thefe  latter  grounds  he  was  unable 
to  fuggeft  to  himfelf  any  argument  which  could  fairly  be  , 
adduced  in  the.fupport  of  the  abatement.  The  Houfe  of 
Loids  had  been  admitted  to  be  a  permanent  court  of  judi- 
cature. In  all  impeachments  the  accufing  party,  virtuall/i 
though  not  identically,  were  the  fame  after  a  diflblution  as 
before  it;  for  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  contend  that  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  in  whofe  name,  and  on  whofe  be- 
half; 
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folf,  the  articles  had  been  carried  up  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords* 
hadfuftained  any  material  or  aflignable  alteration.     As  no 
real  change,  then,  had  happened  either  in  the  tribunal  or 
profccutor,  it  was  clear,  that  whatever  was  a&ually  criminal 
£1  months  ago,  had  not  become  lefs  criminal  from  the  in- 
fertal  which  had  taken  place.     The  primary  law  of  right, 
fc  true  objedr.  of  all  human  leg'rflation,  and  the  criterion 
if  its  excellence,    was  neither  to   be  affe&ed  by  lapfe  of 
Ifoe,  nor  difference  of  lituation :  and  he  could  not  imagine 
iron  what  principles  of  reafon  or  of  juftice,  the  chances  of 
wape  fhould  be  multiplied  to  the  guilty,  or  the  tortures  of 
tipurd  guilt  prolonged  to  the  innocent,  becaufe  the  King 
jiight  be  advifed  to  call  a  new  Parliament. 
Sot  there  was  another  confideration  to  which  Mr.  Pybus 
rticubrly  wifhed  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  : 
;nofe  out  of  the  cafe  of  the  Earl  of  Danby.     That  Mini- 
had  been  impeached  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  1678, 
after  confiderable  delays,  had  pleaded  the  King's  par- 
bn.    Charles  the  Second  told  his  Parliament  in  the  mod 
prti>  terms,  that  he  had  given  Lord  Danby  his  pardon 
*ti  his  broad  feal:  that  if  that  pardon  fhould  be  found 
re  in  form,  he  would  renew  it  again  and  again  till  it 
mid  be  perfefl ;  for  he  was  determined  to  prote&  him, 
was  not  criminal  (and  his  Majefty  had  afligned  not  a 
tonfiirutional  reafon  for  his  innocence)  having  a6ted 
in  obedience  to   his  orders.     Now  this  was  precifely 
r  fort  of  cafe  which  impeachments  were  peculiarly  cal- 
'ytt\  to  reach.     The  King  could  never  regularly  be  an- 
^Hle  for  the  faults  of  his  government.     The  Minifters 
vere  refponGble;  and  if  they  valued  their  reputation 
*>ir  fafety,  would  relinquifh  their  fituation  whenever 
k  King  fhould  be  refolved  to  a&  in  contempt  of  their  ad- 
££.    The  boafted  right  of  impeachment,  upon  which  the 
Me  of  Commons  fo  juftly  valued  itfelf,  would  otherwife 
a  m-xkery.     If  the  King,  who  was  not  amenable,  could 
sdlfdly  take  the  blame  upon  himfelf  and  protect  his  Mi- 
tt  by  a  pardon,  corruption  and  every  fpecies  of  politi-  * 

{infamy  would  be  placed  beyond  the  vengeance  of  an  in- 
ttti  nation.  The 'Houfe  of  Commons  in  1678  felt  that  if 
jpplea  of  Lord  Danby  were  to  be  allowed,  it  would  fap 
N  undermine  the  right  of  impeachment :  a  right  derived  to 
from  their  conftituents;  to  be  exercifed  for  their 
r,  and  not  for  their  own  any  farther  than  as  they  were 
1  of,  and  not  diftinft  from  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
j  had  had  no  precedent  of  a  plea  of  pardon,  but  they 
I  what  was  better  than  precedent,  they  had  good  fenle 
principle  to  dire&  them.  They  refifted  the  validity 
e  plea  with  fpirit  and  firmnefs;  and  as  they  were  nei-r, 

ther 
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thertobe  foothed  nor  intimidated,  the  King  had  rcceurfe 
to  his  only  chance  of  fcreening  his  favourite  from  juftice,  by 
diflblving  the  Parliament.     The  doflrine  fo  properly  con- 
tended for  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  Lord  Danby's  cafef 
had  been  afterwards  folemnly  eftablifhed  by  an  a£t,  whicj 
every  one  who  heard  him  muft  confider  as  one  of  the  moS 
happy  and  facred  aOs  of  the  legiflature.     It  was  obvioql 
that  he  meartt  the   12th  and   13th  of  Willi jm  the  Thin 
which  had  fettled  the   fucceflion   to  the  Crown  upon  t~ 
Houfe  of  Hanover;  and  had  enaQed,  for  the  better  fecuri 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  fubjeft,  that  no  pardon 
the  great  feal  mould  be  pleadable  to  an  impeachment  by 
Commons  of  England.     But  of  what  ufe  was  that  falutai 
claufe,  if  the  King  who  was.  reftrained  from  the  improp 
exercife  of  his  prerogative  in  one  mode,  might  eventual 
produce  the  fame  effeft  in  another  by  diflblving  the  Par 
ment  ?  It  was  true,  and  he  thanked  God  it  was  true,  tnat 
fome  refpe&s  the  times  in  which  it  was  their  happinefs 
live,  did  not  refemble  the  times  of  Charles  the  Second, 
that  no  man  would  be  found  rafli  enough  to  advife  the 
folution  cf  a  Parliament  for  fo  infamous  a  purpofe.  Thott 
the  legiflature  had  very  wifely  declined  to  mark  out  t 
exaft  limits,  within  which  the  exercife  of  the  Royal  prci 
gative  fhould  be  confined;  yet,  the  enlightened  ftate  oft 
country  had  fufficiently  ascertained  for  all  wholefome  pQ 
ppfes,  the  boundaries  beyond  which  difcretion  would  not 
ctine  it  to  proceed.      Such  was  the  fortunate  the  glorii 
fituation  in  which  they  were  then  placed;  but  it  was  1 
ufe  and  province  of  hiftory  to  point  out  to  them  what  mi^ 
be;  by  fhewing  them  what  had  been.     As  the  peculiar  gua 
dians  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people,  their  duty 
led  upon  them  to  extend  their  political  views  beyond 
contracted  fpace  of  their  own  natural  exiftence  ;  and  to 
care  that  pofterity  mould  not  fuffer,  becaufe  they  felt 
rejoiced  in  their  own  fecurity. 
Mr.        .  Mr.  Jdam,  when  he  rofe,  faid  he  was  extremely  happy 
Adam,    fiave  giten  way  to  the  gentleman   who  had    preceded  hi 
as  it   had  , given  him  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the  feitf 
ments  of  gentlemen  of  the  profeflion,  who  though  yoi 
Members,    had    (hewn    great    ability  in  >heir  manner 
viewing  the  queftion,  upon  the  true  coniiitutional  grouq 
,    unfettered  with  any  technical  matter,   or  conftrained  Ie 
analogy,  which  others  of  his  learned  friends  had  argued  u; 
which  he  was  convinced  they  had  done  honeftly  and  < 
fcientioufly,  yet  he  was  convinced  they  had  viewed  erron 
oufly ;  for,  in  fpite  of  the  authority  of  the  perfons  frfl 
whom  thofe  arguments  againft  the  continuance  of  the  k 
peachment   had  come,  he  was  well  fatisfied,  that  Wtietbe 
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on  the  ground  of  precedent,  of  analogy  to  other  courts,  or 
of  the  great  and   inyiolaMe  principles   of  the  constitution, 
it  was  a  clear  queftion  ;  and  when  fairly  examined,  all  thefe 
{rounds  led  directly  to  the  irrpcachment  not  abating  by  the 
Sflblution  of  Parliament.     He  faid,  however,  before  he  went 
into  the  que  A  ion  on  thofe  grounds,  he  felt  it  incumbent  on 
tim  to  clear  that  part  of  the  cafe  which  turned  on  the  privi- 
lege of  the  Houfe.     He  faid,  that  it  had  been  well  obferved 
Jy  his  right  honourable  friend,   Mr,  Burke,  in  opening  the 
fcfinefs,    that  we  were  nr>w  itj  a  Committee  in  one  of  our, 
feeat  fuj>erinfending  capAcities,  in  the  Committee  of  courts 
fef  juftice.     And  that  it  was  the  nature  of  the  court,  and  the 
■frcumftance  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  itfelf  being  the  profe* 
por,  which  couhl  produce  a  doubt.     But  when  the.  cafe 
to  liated,  it  would  prove  more  clearly  the  neceffity  of  ft  and*- 
hg  upon  their  privileges,  and  only  admitting  the  precedents 
lot  decifive  cf  other  courts,  and  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  as  il- 
lative of  the  great  conftitutional  queftion.     He  put  the 
of  the  Courts  of  Weftminfter  Hall  refufing  to  do  their 
y :  fnppofe  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,   which  obtained 
britui3ion  in  civil  fuits  by  the  ficTion  of  the  defendant  be- 
in  the  cuftody  of  the  Marfhal  of  the  Marfhalfea,  or  the 
rheqner,  whole  civil   jurifdiflion  was  obtained  by  feign- 
|g  the  plantiffs  to  be  the  King's  debtor,  were  to  fay,  we 
ill  no  longer  admit  the  operation  of  thofe  fictions  ;  fictions 
foich  tbe  wifd>  m  of  our  anceftors  (he  faid)  contrived  in 
<fer  to  introduce  powers  equal   and  co-ordinate   in   the 
"rihution    of   private    juftice,    and  to  give  three  places, 
ead  of  the  Conjmon  Pleas  alone  to  decide  on  the  property 
perfonal  rights  of  individuals;  whereby,  among  other 
regulations,  juftice  has  been  brought  to  a  higher  degree 
perfection  in  this  country  than  in  any  other  in  the  civilized 
w!d.    If  the  judges  of  thofe  courts  were  to  difregard  thefe 
ul  fiftion?,  and  thus  abridge  the  means   of  juftice,  by 
ing  up  two  of  the  fources  from  whence  it  flows,  would 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  inquire  ?  would  they  not  by 
ir  anathemas,  either  in  the  form  of  Refolution,  of  Addrefs, 
Impeachment,  or  any  other  conftitutional  mode  of  exer- 
og  their  inquifitorial  power,  compel  thofe  judges  to  do 
irduty  ?     So  in  the  prefent  cafe;  can  the  Commons  fit 
and  fee  their  day  of  trial  pafled  over  unnoticed,  the  fic- 
of  a  diflblution  operating,  he  hoped,  inadvertently  on 
Lords  to  put  the  impeachment  of  a  great  State  criminal 
i  wirhout  enquiry  and  refolution,  founded  on  their  known 
undoubted  privileges;  a  privilege  Gmilar  to  that  which 
ded  their  inquiries  into  the  conduct  of  the  inferior  jurif- 
ions,  and  which  only  differed  in  this,  that  in  the  cafe  of 
Lords  it  was  one  fupreme  power  in  conflv&  with  another, 

without 
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without  any  third  authority  to  decide  between  them,  an 
therefore  more  purely  and  emphatically  a  queftion  of  privi 
ledge.  That  he  ftood  upon  the  beft  and  founded  precede! 
in  the  hiftory  of  the  constitution,  when  he  determined  do 
to  go  into  a  Committee  to  enquire  into  precedents  wher 
their  privileges  were  clear  and  materia!,  That  it  ha 
been  agitated  in  1679,  whether  a  pardon  was  pleadabl 
in  bar  of  an  impeachment.  That  the  Commons,  whq 
called  upoa  by  the  Lords  to  argus^  the  queftion  at  their  ba| 
•refufed  to  argue  it,  becaufe  ft  was  fa  clearly  interwoven  will 
the  conftitution,  and  fo  eflential  a  privilege,  that  to  argt? 
was  to  doubt,  and  to  doubt,  atmoft  an  abandonment  of  tb 
right.  This  being  difcuffed,  Mr.  A  Jam  faid  he  did  noj 
mean  to  delay  the  Houfe  at  fo  late  an  hoar. [one  o'clocj 
in  the  morning]  with  a  repetition  of  arguments  which  h* 
tjeen  much  better  given,  or  a  minute  view  of  precedent^ 
which  had  been  fully  dated  but  to  make  fuch  ohfervatioffl 
as  might  enforce  thofe,  in  reply  to  foine  of  his  learned  frieol 
who  had  fpoken  before  him.  He  faid  thofe  gentlemen  m 
particularly  alluded  to  the  Attorney  General  and  Mr.  m 
ikine)  had  faid  that  the  refolution  of  1673  related  only  fjj 
writs  of  error  and  appeals,  and  that  they  did  not  extend  «j 
impeachment;  that  there  was  merely  a  record,  and  no  pi 
ceedingupon  it  in  the  nature  of  evidence,  but  a  mere  queftt 
of  law.  Mr.  Adam  faid,  that  there  wtre  many  decifu 
anfwers  to  this ;  that  upon  the  face  of  the  order  of  the  Lorij 
to  inquire  in  1673,  and  upon  the  Report  and  Refolutki 
founded  on  that  Report.  There  is  a  clear  diftinflion  tafcej 
between  the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  a  judidq 
and  legiflative  capacity,  particularly  the  Report  of  the  Coat^ 
mittee  faid,  that  any  bujinejs  in  which  their  Lordjhifs  acl  as  4 
Court  of  Judicature,  a  fid  not  in  their  legiflative  capacity,  com 
tinue  in  jfaiu  quo  from  feflion  to  feflion.  (And  here  Mfij 
Adam  pledged  himfelf  to  fhew,  in  the  courfe  of  his  zrgti 
ment,  that  to  all  constitutional  and  legal  intent,  prorogation 
and  diflblution  mull  be  confulered  the  fame.)  An  J  tlflj 
Refolution  on  this  Report  faid,  that  bujincffii  continued  ;-*J 
What  bujineffis  .?—  undoubtedly  the  bufinefles  referred  tobf, 
the  Reporting  Committee;  of  judicial,  as  contradiftinguifhejj 
from  a  legiflative  capacity.  But  he  faid  this  was  not  aOfcj 
that  this  refolution,  proceeding  upon  various  precedent^ 
did  not  malce,  but  fet  forth  the  real  conftitution  Qf  tbeComtj 
of  the  King  in  Parliament,  and  which  he  pledged  himfelf^ 
prove  to  be  the  true  real  foundation  of  the  continuance  of  thlj 
impeachment,  in  fpite  of  diflblution ;  namely,  that  it  walj 
a  conftantly  exifting  court,  and  that  although  fromdtffc 
lution,  or  other  caufe,  it  might  not  be  fitting  to  do  joffa*! 
it  was  always  open  to  receive  appeals  and  writs  of  error; 
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that  there  were  many  cafes  in  the  law  books  whicli  (hewed 
that  a  writ  of  error  might  be  brought  ad proximum  P#rlia~ 
wuntutn  during  duTolution,  as   well  as  ad  proximam  fejjionefn 
during  prorogation.      That  this  proved  the  Court  of  the 
King  in  Parliament,  which  is  the  court  in  which  the  Com- 
mon* impeach,  as  well  as  that  in  which  error  is  tried,  to  be 
a  constantly  exifling  court :  but  he  faid  it  did  not  require 
that  to  prove  it;  it  was  founded  in  the  very  origin  and  fource 
of  the  Lords*  jurifdidlion.     He  faid  a  learned  gentleman  (the 
ittorney  General)  had  put  his  argument  for  the  abatement 
upon  the  identity  of  the  Parliament  being   gone,  and   that 
m  Houfe  fat  under  a  new   authority.:    This,  Mr.  Adam 
hid,  was  precifely  the  propofition  he  denied ;  he  faid  it  was 
I  the  very  expreffion  of  that  learned  gentleman,  and  of  hiiti 
*ho  fpoke  before  him,  (the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls)  and  of  all 
who  liad  fpoken  on  that  fide,  that  he  founded  his  anfwer  to 
k  argument  built  upon  the  identity  of  the  Parliament  being 
unfounded.     Thofe  very  gentlemen  called  the  Lords  the  here- 
ditary judges  of  the  kingdom;  they  properly  ft iled  them  bre* 
&ar? judges.     Why  ? — becaufe  they  derived'  their  jurifdic* 
ti&ns  from  their  patent  of  Peerage,  not  from  the  writ  of  fum- 
fcens  on  duTolution,  or  proclamation  to  meet  in  Parliament 
*£ er  prorogation.     The  patent  of  Peerage  to  the  Peer  and 
kuheiri  for  ever,  according  to  the  nature  of  the  limitation, 
give  him  and  his  heirs  of  full  age,  as  each  fucceeded,  a  right 
toactas  a  judge  in  that  fupreme  Court  of  the  King  in  Par- 
liament*   That  it  was  fo  clear  a  right,  that  no  power  could 
deprive  him  of  it ;  for  it  was  expreflly  laid  down  by  Lord 
Cote,  and  admitted   by  every  lawyer,  that   the  Peer  was 
intided  to  his  writ  of  fummons  to  Parliament;  if  not  fent 
tojnro,  he  might  go  and  demand  it,  aud  take  it  from  the 
a&e.    The  writ  or  patent  to  the  Peer,   for  him  and  his 
htm  for  ever,  was  the  fource  and  original  of  judicial  power 
to  the  Peer  and  his  heirs  for  ever,  who  Was  thereby  confli- 
cted an  hereditary  judge  y  exactly  as  the  writ  or  patent  to 
m  judge  in  Weflminfter  Hall  for  life;  and  for  the  life  of 
the  King  (Mr-  Adam  here  ohferved  he  put  the  aft  of  the 
frft  of  ihis  King's  reign  out  of  the  queftion,  as  he  (hould 
I   aeli  of    Parliament    which   had   varied    the  conftitu- 
p^  and  argue  it   upon  the  common  law  of  Parliament) 
;'-'e  judicial  power  to  the  Judges,     That  the  power  once 
-  -?n,  could  not  betaken  away  by  the  Crown  during  the  life 
and  goodbfchavourof  the  Judge;  that  the  Peer's  only  ended 
by  eitin&ion  of  the  Peerage,  or  forfeiture  to  the  laws;  that 
fte  Judge's  power  ceafed,  before  the  ift  of  the  King,  with 
the  detnife  of  the  Crown;   that  the  judicial  authority  of 
ti*  Peer  did  not;  why  ?— becaufe  it  was  hereditary;  and  in 
ft*  fevemh  Report  of  Lord  Coke,  refpe&ing  the  continuance 
Vol.  XXV HI.  I  i  or 
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or  abatement  of  fuits  after  the  demife  of  the  Crown,    it  is 
expreflly  laid  down,  that  procefs  by  the  Sheriff  of  London 
does  not  abate,  nor  any  heritable  jurifdi&ion.     Why  r — be- 
caufe  the  authority  is  independant  of  the  Crown;  whereas  the 
proceedings  in  Weftminfter  Hall  did  abate,  fubjeA  howevet 
to  revival.  Why  ? — becaufe  the  authority  which  gave  birth  to 
%  thejurifdiflion  was  gone;  whereas  thejurifdi&ion  of  the  Lords 
was  in  perpetuity.     No  aft  of  the  King's  could  take  it  awajj 
and  no  a&  of  the  King  can  therefore  abate  it.     The  authority 
"♦was  given  with  the  patent  of  Peerage  ;  the  day  or  time  tt 
exercife  it,  by  the  writ  of  fummons  to  meet  at  the  beginning 
of  a  Parliament,  or  of  the  proclamation  to  meet  at  the  bt» 
ginning  of  a  feffion.     Thus  the  day  of  meeting  appointed  bjj 
the  King  at  his  pleafure,  gives  the  time  for  exercifing  thi 
jurifdidion  of  the  Court,  ftiled  the  Court  of  tlie  King  ill 
Parliament;  juft  as  the  common  law,  by  giving  the  tert 
to  the  Judges  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  gives  the  time  for  exeff 
cifing  their  judicial  powers.     The  Judges  in  Weftminflh! 
•Hall  can  no, more  exercife  jurifdkSHon  of  what  is  called 0 
Bank,  (the  interlocutory  matters  done  in  chambers,  he  £u^ 
were  different)  out  of  term,  than  the  Court  of  the  King  8 
Parliament  can  when  Parliament  is  in  prorogation  or  diffi 
lution.     But  the  King  can  abridge  neither  of  their  jurifdio 
tions  at  the  times  allotted  for  it  by  law  and  pradice.    at 
cannot   withhold  a  Judge,  or   impede  a  caufe  in  the  King! 
Bench;  he  cannot  diffolve  a  caufe,  or  withhold  a  Peer  it 
the  Court  of  the  King  in  Parliament.     It  is  a  court  perpetti 
allyexifting:  and  Lord  Hale,  whofe  authority,  Mr.  Adaflj 
faid,  had  been  fo  much  relied  on  on  the  other  fide,  faid  tfj 
the  cafe  of  Sedgwick   and   Gajion,  reported  in   ift  Modflfl 
in  the  year   1673;  tnat  the  regifter  of  writs  contains  a^ij 
facias  for  a  writ  of  error  ad  proximum  Parliamentwn*    ThJ 
Lords,  therefore,  when  they  refolved  that  judicial  matteq 
furvived  in  Jlatu  quo  from  feffion  to  feflion,  in  1673,  cortj 
fidered  feflion  and  Parliament,  as  it  is,  to  be  one  amf  tij 
fame  thing,  not  only  on  the  force  of  the  precedents  thep 
cited,  but  on   the  reafon  of  the  thing,    derived   from  tfcJ 
nature  of  the  jurisdiction.     Confidering  it  as  a  court,  whicft 
though,  like  all  other  courts,  it  has  certain  times  of  aftingj 
yet,  like  all  other  ■courts,  it  has  a  conftant  exiftence,  am 
cannot  be  annihilated,     Mr.  Adam  then  faid,  that  his  learn- 
ed friend  (the  Attorney  General)  had  defired  that  bilhfl 
rkal  ariecjjjote  might  not  be  had  recourfe  to  to  explain  awa| 
decrfions  and  precedents.     Mr.  Adam  (aid,  he  never  woom 
abandon  hiftory  as  a  means  of  clearing  doubtful  cafes.    Th* 
charaflers  of  the  Judges  who  decided  was  moft  material  if 
the  judgements  of  the  courts  of  law;  the  chafa&er  of  th* 
times  in  parliamentary  precedents.     That  on  the  precedent 
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of  1673,  he  muft  prefs  hiftory  into  the  fervice;    if  it  could 

be  faid  that  he  prefled  hiftory  into  the  fervice  where  hiftory 

was  dent;  but  the  filence  of  hiftory  was  a  moft  important 

ingredient  in  the  cafe  of  1673.     He  faid  he  had  looked  in 

rain  into  all  the  hiftories  of  the  times  for'the  origin  of  that 

<   important  refolution.     But  what  he  had  looked  for  in  vain 

I   in  the  hiftories  of  the  times,  he  had  found  in  the  law  books. 

j  That  from  the  Restoration  to  the^year  1673,  it  appeared  by 

many  of  the  law  reporters,  that  many  cafes  refpefling  the 

operation  of  prorogation  and  diflblution,  or)  writs  of  error, 

tod  appeals,,  had  taken  place ;  doubts  had  arifen,  the  Courts 

taew  not  how  to  decide;  the  refolution  of  1673  mu^  there- 

Ifcre  have  been  a  rule  to  fettle  thofe  doubts ;  a  rule  taking  its 
rrft  not  out  of  impeachment  or  party  agitation,  or  political 
fpirkj  but  out  of  mere  queftions  of  private  right  and  pri- 
me property  uninfluenced  by  paffion  or  violence  of  any 
1  nd,  And  what  does  this  calm  mild  refolution,  originating 
■ peace  not  fpringing  from  difcord,  mark' out?  That  the 
Court  of  the  King  in  Parliament  is  a  conftantly  exifting 

,  Court;  that  its  judicial  proceedings  are  not  touched  by  the 
exertion  of  prorogation,  but  remains  entire,  and  mfiatu  quoy 
from  feffivn  to  feffion,  which  he  again  pledged  himfelf  to 
(Lew,  was  the  fame  as  from  Parliament  to  Parliament* 

Having  faid  thus  much  as  to  the  refolution  of  1673,  he 
fcidhemuft  now  refcue  from  jibufe  that  of  1678,  which 
h-J  httn  called  an  unfair  refolution  bv  his  learned  friend, 

j  Mr.  Erfliine.  It  had  been  faid  by  his  friend  that  that  refo- 
lution was  unfairly  drawn ;  that  it  did  not  include  impeach* 
tncnts  as  of  the  fame  fpecies  with  writs  of  error  and  ap- 
peal*, coupling  them  and  uniting  them  fairly,  but  as  by  $ 
fide  wind  catch  introduced  them  ;  and  it  cited  no  precedents 
far  iheir  proceeding  at  that  period.  As  to  the  firft  obje&ion, 
fren  Mr.  Adam  faid  he  could  not  help  confidering  it  as  per- 
fcct!y  unfounded  ;  that  inftead  of  being  ft  a  ted  infidioufly,  it 
was  fta  ed  fairly  and  correctly.  That  had  the  matter  of 
impeachment  been  coupled  with  writ  pf  error  or  appeal, 
of  courfe  it  would  have  been  infidious,  becaufe  it  would 
iave  been  fetting  forth  that  as  a  principal  which  was  a  con- 
dition. That  in  the  refolution  it  was  fairly  ftated,  and 
fcJd  out  fingly  and  difunited  from,  the  other  judicial  pro- 
ttedings.  to  promote  and  require  confideration.  It  was  de- 
fr«c!  by  the  Lords'  refolution  of  1678,  that  the  Lords*  Com- 
mit t«?  fhould,  as  well  as  writs  of  error,  confider  the  ftate 
flf  impeachments;  and  it  was  refolved  upon  the  report, 
fahftantively  and  diftin&Iy,  that  diflblution  of  Parliament 
i'jth  not  alter   the  ftate  of  impeachments;    that   is,    that 

nae  continuance   of  impeachment  after  diflblution  was  a 

,  corollary  flowing  from  the  ftate  of  other  judicial  proceed- 
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ings.     Put  Fairly  and  accurately  in  the  form  of  a  corol- 
lary,  not  in  the  form  of  the  primary   proportion;  u_poo 
the  principles  which  guide  or  direft  in  the  fcience  of  logic 
or  mathematics,  and  all  fciences  which  have  reafoning  fos 
|heir  end  and  objeft.      i  hat  as  to  citing  no  precedent  Sot 
their  proceeding,  that  observation  or  his  learnecj  friend  wa| 
equally   without  a  folid  foundation.      The  Committee  of 
j  6 78  referred  to  the  journal   1673;  that  journal  ftates  pra» 
cedents  not  only  of  civil  cafes,  but,  as  a  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  obferved,  of  criminal  cafes,  30$ 
pf  criminal  cafes  fubf  quent  to  the  a&  of  Henry  the  Fount'" 
as  the  fame  right  honourable  gentleman  had  juftly  obferv 
But  in  this  cale  Mr.  Adam  contended  that  thofe  anteccd 
were  as  good  authority  as  thofe  fubfequent.     The  objeA 
the  aft  of  Henry  the  Fourth  was  to  abolifh  criminal  pi 
ceedlngs  before  tl>e  Lords  at  the  fait  of  individuals;  but 
that  time  they  were  legal ;  and  by  the  precedents  they 
pear  to  have  endured  from  Parliament  to  Parliament; 
at'  that  time  of  day,  if  they  endured   frotn  feffipn  to 
fion,  they  endured  from  Parliament  to  Parliament ;  for  by 
learned  gentleman,  (the  Matter  of  the  Rolls)  it  was  admf 
ted  that  in  the  early  times  of  Parliament  there  were  no  prod 
gations,  and,  Mr.  Adam  faid,  there  were  no  prorogations  t 
record  before  Phillip  and  Mary*    Then  thofe  cifes,  wb 
ther  prior  to  or  fince  the  time  of  Henry  the  Fourth,  eiW 
lifli  this  point,  that  criminal  proceedings  begun  in  one  Pai 
Jrament,  were  carried  on  iri  fubfequeritrarliaments,  and<fi 
not   abate.     But  he  faid  his  learned  {friend,  Mr.   Erfkir* 
had  endeavoured  to  (hew  that  the  Parliament  of  167$  4 
feryed  no  credit;  and  with  a  warm  imagination,  and  grew 
^  powers  of  expreffion,  he  had  worked  up  the  ftory  of  I 
Stafford,  or  the  Popifti  plot,  of  the  perjury  of  Oaces, 
the  infamy  of  Bedloe.     For  the  frenzy  and  miftaken 
lenceof  the  times,  Mr.  Adam  faid  Tie  meant  to* make 
apology;  but  that  he  felt  it  a  duty  to  refcue  from  obioqi 
a  Parliament  which,  next  to  that  which  fettled  the  Jlev< ' 
tion,  and  that  which  feated  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  on 
Throne,  deferved  more  of  poflei  ity  than  any  Parliament 
record.     That  he  did  not  copfider  the  Parliament  by 
•charafler  of  the  times,  but  by  their  conftiturional  afls 
their  legiflative  and  deliberative  capacity.     That   in  th 
•yiew  there  was  not  an  important  or  material   privilege* 
perfonal  freedom,   parliamentary  independence  or  conftiW 
tional   principle,    afterwards  enafled   and   enforced  at  tSj 
•Revolution,  which  was  not  enforced   and  carried  by  VJf, 
Houfe  of  Commons  in  1678.     All  the  feeds  were  fown  to 
that  Parliament  which  afterwards  grew  to   maturity;  tbf 
Parliament  of  1678  paffed  the  bakas  carpus  aft;  that  Paf- 
-  Hanicnl 
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Ji^iDeot  reGfted  Lord  Shaftefhury,  wfcQt  as  Chancellor,  had 
fttempted  to  regain  the  power  qf  trying  -elections,  and 
•judging  of  the  right  of  Members  tp  their  feats;  and  thus 
fa  a  fecond  ftruggle. fixed  this  invaluable  privilege  far  even 
i  That  Parliament  refolved  not  on  precedent  and  r*c#rd*  *?** 
I  m  the  clear  unalienable  rights  of  a  free  constitution,  and  the 
Ktrft  principles    of  the  independence   of  our   inqnifitorial 
power,  without  which  inquifitorial  power  i$  a  mockery; 
tfur  a  pardon  was  not  pleadable  in  bar  of  an  impeachment; 
thr.  a  Lord  High  Steward',  an  officer  to  be  named  by  the 
Cro*n,  was  not  a  neceffary  part  of  thp  Court  of  the  King 
Parliament ;  ^which,  if  it  had  been  neceffary,  put  it  4a 
bands  of  the  Crown  to  flop  impeachment  in  the  thrtfh- 
«U,  by  rcfufing  to  appoint  that  officer ;  and  laltly,  compieated 
i  .1  $reat  work  of  our  inquifitorial  power  being  independ- 
ent 9rth#  prerogative,  by  deciding  on  joft  and  found  ,princi- 
<  rf  precedent  and  lawt  that  a  diffolutjon  did  not  annul  an 
npeacbment.      The   refolution    of    1678,   therefore,   Mr* 
Ail©  contended,  was  not  only  found  and  juft  in  itfelf,  but 
«u  a  refolution  of  a  Parliament  whofe  reputation  flood  at 
t|h  for  found  constitutional  doclrine  as  any  in  the  annals  of 
par  hiilory.     With  regard  to  the  precedent  of  1685,  he  faid 
k  Tfould  not  repeat  what  had  been  faid  about  it ;  but  muft 
m>ke  this  observation,  that  if  infiead   of  having  pafled  in 
-tlrs  when  a  feryile  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  a  packed  Houfe  of 
irnons,  chofen  by  boroughs  deprived  of  their  legal  rights, 
-    fig  under  a  bigoted  and  mifguided  Prince,  that  refolution 
'  ■!  paflW  in  tlie  beft  of  times,  and  under  the  moft  per£e& 
iacnent,  it   Would  with  him  amount   to  no  authority; 
m(t  it  ooly  removed  one  refolution  without  putting  ano- 
ther in  its  place ;  and  in  doing  fo,  it  left  the  principle  entire, 
ror  it  did  not  dare  to  ftir  the  other  judicial  proceedings;  if 
fo,  it  was  like  removing  a  rule  pf  court,  which  a  Court  of 
I  Judicature  had  a  right  to  make  to  advance  juflice  or  regulate 
proceedings,  but  which  can  neither  make  la\pr  nor  annul  it. 
It  left  the  matter  then  at  the  common  law,  without  any  re* 
gubtion.  and  the  mere  queftion  was,  ^hat  in  this  refpeft  was 

Cc  lex  Porliaxaenti  ? 
B?  the  refolution  of  1690,  the  cafe  was  not  met ;  by  that 
Lord  Oxford  the  proteil  went  too  far ;  by  that  of  the 
Duke  of  Leeds  in  1701,  th£  rule  of  1678  was  obferved; 
but  he  faid  as  to  tbofe  they  had  been  fo  fully  argued  upon 
fc?  Mr.  Anftrutber,  the  Speaker,  and  Mr.  Pitt,  that  he 
Wuld  pafs  them  by,  and  aliunde  now  to  the  cafes  at  common 
law,  asftrongly  confirmatory  of  the  continuance  of  the  im- 
minent. 
£  He  dated  firft  the  cafe  of  Lord  Danby,  from  Skinner's  re- 
\  which  fays,  **  bthly  Wilis  of  error  en  leng  prorogation 

*  ceafe 
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'*  eeafe  to  be  a  fuperfedeas;  but  the  party  may  have  execution 

44  in  B.  R. —  a  fortiori,  where  liberty  is  concerned,  which*!* 

•  *•  fo  much  clearer  than  property.     But  in  one  cafe  or  othcc 

*'  the  Parliament,  when  it  meets  again,  may  go  on;  and  if 

*4  they  reverfe  the  judgement  the  party  will  be  rcftored  tftj 

•*  all  they  loft,  ami  fo  they  may  proceed  to  the  trial  of  ~ 

!c  Danby"    In  this  cafe  Lord  Holt  was  counfel  at  the 

Jeffries  was  Judge,  and  came  down  on  purpofe  to  do  the  ji 

of  the  day  ;  and  yet  he  who  was  not  fettered  by  any  princ 

pie  of  duty,  who' could  forefee  all  the  confequences  of  J* 

admifiion,  admits  that  all  that  is  done  is   to  enlarge  Loi 

Etoiby's  cuftody,  and  that  upon  the  meeting  of  the  new  Pal 

liament,  they  may  proceed  to  the  trial  of  Lord  Danby  •,  l 

far  there  is  the  authority  of  Jeffries,  th.it  inftrumentof  pfl 

TOgative  and  oppreffion«  that  impeachment  endures  from  Pa 

liament  to  Parliament,     The  next  cafe  in  the  hooks  is  frd 

Carthew's  reports:  this  cafe  arofe  upon  the  application 

Lord  Salisbury  to  be  bailed  in    169a     Lord  Holt,  couti 

for  the  priioner  in  the  former  cafe,  was  now  Chief  Jufticaj 

the  King's  Bench,  and  prefided  at  this  application  ;  and  % 

who  knew  exactly  all  that  had  pafled,  fays  expreffly,  "  Til 

**  commitments  by   the   Peers  endure  from  Parliament 

"  Parliament ;  that  it  was  fp  decided  in  Lord  Stafford's  ci 

*c  who  was  committed  by  one  Parliament,  tried,  convifte 

44  and  executed  by  another ;  ami  that  Lord  Danby^s  beii 

44  bailed  to  appear  at  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament  was* 

44  affirmance  of  the  commitment^  and  a  plain  proof  of  a 

*•  opinion  of  the  Court  at  that  time,  that  the  conamitmci 

4<  was  not  avoided  or  difcharged  by  prorogation   or  diflbll 

"  tion."    But  this  is  not  all ;  for  by  a  cafe  in  1701,  report* 

in   1 2th  Modern,  Mr.  Adam   faid   it  appeared,   that  wW 

Lord  Holt  ftill  prefided  upon  a  queftion  whether  a  writ 

error  being  taken  out  adproximam  fijfionem  was  good,  t 

Parliament  having  been  diffolved,  Lord  Holt  fays  by  way* 

il I u fixation,  "  If  an  impeachment  be  in  one  Parliament,  ?t 

41  fome  proceeding  thereon,  and  then  the  Parliament  is  & 

44  folved,  and  a  new  one  called,  there  may  be  a  continual 

44  on  the  impeachment."     Mr.  Adam  faid  the  authority! 

the  reporter  had  been  attempted  to  be  deftroyed  by  a  lean* 

gentleman,  (Mr.   Attorney  General) ;    Mr.  Adam    faid,  h 

fhould  deferve  little  credit  from  the  Houfe  if  he  held  up  i 

of  great  authority  for  accuracy  a  reporter  who  could  not  h 

ftated  as  accurate  in  Weftminiler  Hall ;  that  the  It  gal  acca 

racy  of  the  report  was  of  no  confequence  in  the  prefent  nl 

ftance,  its  authority  and  the  argument  derived  fiom  it  reW 

on  the  hiftorical  USt  of  Lord  Holt's  pofition  refpe&ing  tB 

continuance  of  impeachments  ;  upon  that  he  refted  the  nfc 

rit  of  the  report,  and  fo  far  it  had  not  been,  and  could  (^ 
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be,  invalidated.  That  Lord-  Holt,  who  wat  counfel  for  the 
Popifli  Lords  in  1679,  had  twice,  as  Chief  Juftice,  delivered 
this  doctrine ;  that  he  was,  perhaps,  of  all  the  Judges^  who 
eter  fat  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  the  Judge  whofe  authority  was 
of  moft  importance  in  a  point  of  parliamentary  privilege ; 
that  he  had  been  led  to  a  full  confederation  of  the  privileges 
ft  both  Houles,  and  he  had  oppofed  as  a  Judge  in  Weft- 
fimiter  Hall  the  privileges  of  both.  In  1690,  Lord 
Bk  admits  that  Lord  Salisbury  could  not  he  hailed, 
tecitafe  die  impeachment  continued.  In  1696,  he  was 
Ac  fudge  who  decided  in  fpite  of  the  determination  of 
itfie  Lord*,  that  Lord  Banbury  was  not  triable  for  a  ca- 
mti  crime  in  the  King's  Bench  againft  the  privilege  of 
By  Lor  lis.  In  1701  he  decided  ngainft  the  privileges  of  the 
Bbmon^  in  Afhby  and  White,  and  contended  that  a  Court 
■flaw  might  try  a  right  of  voting  at  an  election  ;  yet  both 
BpC  Lord  Banbury's  cafe  in  1696,  namely,  in  1690  he 
Keita  for  the  continuance  of  impejcbment ;  and  after  it,  in 
Hf>  by  ihe  dotlrine  in  12th  Modern  ;  and  that  too  when 
■fc  privileges  of  the  other  Houfe  were  under  his  con  tern  pla- 
Bl  in  Aihby  and  White  -  and  all  this  is  done  by  Lord  Holt, 
Bp,  his  learned  friend,  Mr,  An  firm  her,  had  juftly  and  for- 
^By  obfervedj  was  counfel  for  the  Popifh  Lords,  who  mufl 
Be  koown,  and  had  frefli  in  his  recollection,  all  the  points 
Bill  the  arguments ;  fo  that  if  any  cafes  deferved  autho- 
B»,  thefe  deferve  authority,  as  being  delivered  by  a  grave 
■ileirned  Judge,  who  had  more  means  of  information  on 
■tpmitulir  cate  than  any  perfon  or   the   times;   who  vvr  ^ 

It  afraid  of  combating  the  privileges  of  either  Houfe  of 
KtfiUTncnt ;  whofe  authority,  therefore,  on  a  quell  ion  nf 
B)nndt  may  be  defervedly  reckoned  higher  than  that'of 
■f  Judge  who  has  ever  fat  in  Weftminfter  Hall ;  hecaufe  if 
Bad  prejudices,  they  were  prtjudices  unfavourable  to  tlft 
■Mkges  of  Parliament,  when  let  in  oppofaion  to  the  Courts 

[  WtftnunfW  Hall,  and  with  all  his  leanings  directly 
Bnft  the   privilege,    he   admits   the   continuance   cf   im- 

I  Air.  Adam  faid,  that  upon  the  ground  of  precedent 
Ucther  derived  from  parliamentary  fources,  or  from  the 
■pits  of  Weftminfter  Hall,  it  was  clear  that  dilTolution 
Btkedno  change  upon  an  impeachment.  That  ihofe  preci- 
■nts  in  both  cafes  were  fupported  by  the  ftrongeft  hiftorlcai 
Bmations,  and  evidently  took  their  origin  in  the  nature 
■  the court,  in  the  ground  and  foundation  of  itsjurifdiftkm 
big  hereditary,  not  teropoiary>  being  derived  from  the 
■tent  of  per  rag**,  not  from  the  turn  mens  to  meet  in  Pnrlia- 
fcnt;  that  the  Court  never  loft  its  identity,  though  its 
kes  of  acting  depended  on  the  King's  will.     That  that  will 

.  could 
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totold  be  equally  eiercifed*  by  the  mode  of  prorogate 
diflbltotion  :  that  this  queftion  as  he  had  faid  before,  i 
taker*  free  and  unfettered  by  adU  of  Parliament  up 
original  form  of  conft itution. 

That  the*  a6l  of  King  William,  which  made  it  imp 
for  the  King  to  interrupt  Parliament  meeting  for  mot 
three  years,  ought'  in  the  argument  to  be  loft  out  of*  thi 
•—That  by  the  common  law  of  the  constitution  (if  he  I 
ufe  the  expreffion)  as  diftinguiihed  from  the  ftaiute 
there  was  no  obligation  on  the  Crown  to  call  Parlurtj 
andf  if  the  neceffities  of  the  King  or  kingdom  did  not  ii 
a  Parliament,  he  might  have  gone  on  without  ow9  eit| 
diflblution  or  repeated  prorogations.  But  when  it  met  i 
it  was  the  fame  court  that  met  before  ;  with  the  fame  r 
the  fame  jurifdid ion,  the  faraecaufes,  and  the  fame  jud 
not  perhaps  the  fame  individuals*  but  judges  fitting  I 
fame  title*  which  was  hereditary,  not  at  will,  or  for  Itfd 
faid  it  was  conceded  in  the  argument  on   the*  otfa 
that    the    interruption    of    the!    Court     by     pror 
did  not  annul  an*  impeachment — but  that  diflblution] 
and  this  was  con  tended  on  the*  grotind,  that  the  profet 
body  had  loft  its  identity. — Or  in  other  words, 
'  Houib  of  Commons  did  not  eonfift  of  the*  fame 
the  eye  of  law,  however  it  might  be  in  fa&. 

He  faid>  that  the  learned  gentleman  who  had  fpoke  1 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  noted  on  this  particularly-! 
had  argued,  that  the  prefent  lloofe  of  Commons  iff J 
fuppofed  totally  ignorant  of  the  whole  that  had  paffec 
therefore  incapable  of  gomg  on  wirfi  the  profecution. 
Adam  faid,  this  wa*  in  the  true  fprrit  of  what  his  I 
honourable  friend  who  moved'  the  mreftion  (Mr.  Ba 
had  fa  tmfery  termed  the  mooting  or  cafes  in  th&  Tel 
HaH#      Mr.   Adam  faid,    a  great  conftitutiohal    prir| 
was*  not  to  he  decided  by  extreme  and  abftra&  cafei 
by  the  real  folid  principles  of  reafon  arid  law,  applied  I 
copdud  of  men,     to    the    principles  of   the  conftii 
and  the  exifting  ftate  of  things.     Biit,  he  faid;  ptrha] 
heft  way  of  answering  one  extreme  cafe,   was*  by  pJ 
another.     It  was  admitted,  on  the  other  fide,  that  pron 
did  not  annul  an  impeachment  *  yet,  it  required  no  fin 
imagination  to  put  a  cafe,  where  prorogation  mould  < 
upon  the  flu&ua ting  nature  of  mankind;  to  work  the 
phyfical  impoflibility  of  going  on^  which  was   not  aT 
true,  but  only  politically  true,  (if  true  at  all)  in  the 
diflblution.     Suppofe  Queen  Elizabeth,  whofe  power, ; 
holding  Parliaments,  was  not  conftramed  by  any  ad  d 
Legiflature,  had,  inftead  of  maintaining  the  confequeitfe< 
country  among  the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  which  < 
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Be  neceffities,    and  obliged   her  to   hold  Parliaments, 

been  like  her  grandfather,    Henry  the    Seventh,  fru- 

,  parfimonious,  and  unambitious,  and  had  lived  on  the  in* 

Be  of  her  Crown  lands  and  hereditary  revenue,  the  Parlia- 

bt  which  met  at  the  beginning  of  her  reign,  might  have 

I  continued,  by  prorogations,  to  the  end  of  it :  and  an 

Khment  might  have  taken  place  at  the  beginning  of  the 

,  which,,  according  to  the  neceflary  admiffion  of  the  gen- 

n  on  the  other  fide,  mull  have  fumved  to  the  laft  year 

r  reign,  entire  and  unabated.  During  the  three- and-forty 

\  of  that  Queen's  reign,  it  is  hardly  fuppofable,  by  the 

fe  of  nature,  but  quite  certain,  by  the  fluftuation  of  re- 

Mation,  that  any  one  Member  of  the  Parliament  of  the 

hear  would  be  in  the  Parliament  of  the  laft  year  ;  yet  the 

[is  admitted  to  be,  that  the  impeachment  did   not  drop, 

"  1  the  Parliament  was  prolonged   for  forty-three  years 

►rogation,  but  that  forty  days  of  diflblution  ends  and  an- 

wit;  yet  the  prorogation  of  forty-three  years  leaves  no 

Hember,  nor  no  one  v^ftige  or  trace  of  the  proceeding. 

[diflblution  leaves  in  Parliament,  in  general,  by  all  obfer- 

i  upon  the  changes  ih  Parliament,  all  or  moll,  of  the 

g  and  confequential  men  ;  all  thofe  whofe  fituation  leads 

Itoconduft  affairs,  or  guide  the  bufinefs  of  Parliament. 

t  Adam  laid,  from  this  extreme  cafe  was  to  be  derived  this 

irunt  obfervation— That  the  whole  was  aqueftion  of  ex- 

ocv — thit  the  neceffity  of  ending  the  impeachment  did 

[arife  from  diflblution;  becaufe  the  new  Houfe  of  Com- 

l  being  ftill,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt} 

fell  exprefled  it9  the  legal  organ  of  the  People  of  England, 

[never  die,  could  as  well  exprefs  their  fenfe  in  the  new  as 

'  (former  Parliament ;  and  in  a  new  Parliament,  the  fame, 

tj  many  of  the  fame  perfons  were   returned,  who  did 

'the  fads,  who  had  conduced  the  bufinefs,  and  therefore 

Vcoold  decide  upon  the  expediency  of  proceedings ;  where- 

er  a  long  prorogation,  foch  as   he  had  fuppofed,  the 

ers  being  dead  and  cone,  and  retired,  all  memory  and 

pof  the  proceedings  being  obliterated,  the  expediency  wa? 

kHt.    Yet  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide,  on  abftradk 

fitiohs,  argued  a  continuance  in  the  one  cafe,  an  abate- 

fc  in  the  other,  againft  plain,  pofitive,  exifting  fadls.     But 

d,  all  ahfurdities  of  the  diflblution  were  anfwered  by  the 

f  obfervation,  that  they  admitted  the  propriety  of  an  aft 

rtiament  to  make  it  laft  from  Parliament  to  Parliament, 

^  never  could  be  proper,  if  the  abfurdities  they  contended 

"d  iny  foundation.     * 

tMr.  Adanj  (aid,  that  the  gentlemen  having  conceded, 

7  moft  concede,  that  prorogation  did  not  anunltheim- 

Bent,  had  given  up  the  quefiion  j  for  that  there  was  no 
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diftin&ion,  in  the  opinion  of  Lawyers,  or  id  the  thing  id 
between  prorogation  and  diflblution.    A  learned  gentled 
(che  Mailer  of  the  Rolls)  had  endeavoured  to  remove  theft 
of  Lord  Coke's  authority,  fo  well  referred  to  by  Mr,  Aol 
ther.     Lord  Coke  fays,  in  his  fourth  Inrtitute,  "  Each  fel 
"  is,  inlaw,  a  feveral  Parliament.'*    Why  does  Lord  Q 
fay  fo  ?  Becaufe  he  mud  have  reafoued  upon  all  the  diffc 
functions  of  the  Legiflature,  and  found  it  fo.     For,  whs 
Parliament  is  confidered  according  to  its  perfonal,  delibeh 
jegiflative,  or  judicial  fundi  ions,  di  Ablution  and  proroj 
are  the  fdriie.     He  faid,  if  either  Houfe  of  Parliament, 
deliberative  capacity,  was  engaged  in  any  inveftigatioa*' 
folution  put  an  end  to  the  proceeding  ;  but  fo  did  prorop 
If  a  legi (lative  a£l  was  in  its  progrefs,  diflblution  put  art 
to  that  meafureof  legi  flat  ion  ;  fodid  prorogation,  asefied 
and  completely  as  diflblution.     During  the  feffion  of  'R 
meat,  and  coming  and  going,  each  Member  had  perfooi 
vilege  :  that  perfonal  privilege  was  put  an  end  to  by  di 
tion,  (o  it  was  by  prorogation.     And  the  only  reafon  wh 
nwdern  times:,  that  privilege  continued,  was,  that  prt 
(ions  did  now  endure  for  a  period  no  longer  than  Party 
tliought  neceffary  to  permit  the  Members  conveniently  teJ 
and  go  from  their  homes  to  their  duties  in  Parliament 
from  their  duties  back  to  their  homes.     AH  thefe  thing 
faid,  were  equally  ended  by  diflblution  and  prorogation 
noc  more  efiedually  by  the  firft  than  the  lad.     But  as  t 
dicial  proceedings,  it  is  the  reverfe  ;  there,  he  faid,  they 
tinued.     A  writ  of  error  is  confeffedly  not  ended  by  af 
gation  ;  neither  is  it  by  a  diflblution.     Why  ?  Becaufe  p 
gation  and  diflblution  are  the  fame  In  law.     Each  fefltf 
Lord  Coke  fays,  is,  in  law,  a  (everal  Parliament.    Am 
is  not  ended  by  prorogation,  neither  is  it  ended  by  diflbk 
And  thequeftion  now  is,  whether  an  impeachment,  thai 
aft  of  inquifitoria!  Power,  which  controls  Miniftersrfndji 
and  protects  the  conftitution,  in  its  nature  judicial,  in  r 
ceeding  analogous  to  the   trial  of  a  Peer  in  a  Court 
never  ceafes  to  exift,  though  its  time  of  acting  may  he 
rupted  at  the  will  of  the  Crown,  is  to  be  an  except** 
this  great  general  rule;  whether  that,  without  which  i 
reft  would  be  ufelefs,  and  of  no  avail,  is  to  bend  to  a  j 
which  (hakes  none  of  the  others;  whether,  while  a 
between  two* individuals  refills  the  ftorm  of  prerogative 
in  the  fhape  of  a  writ  of  error,  furvives  diflblution,  * 
inftituted  hy  the  repfeferitatives  of  the  Commons  of  Eq 
for  themfelves,  and  all  the  Commons  of  England,  is  l* 
way  to  that  p«wer. 

Whether  the  inquifitorial  power  of  the  Commons  ui 
the  only  exception  to  that  important  principle  of  the 
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a,  that,  with  the  fingle  exception  of  the  people  fending 
r  leprefentatives,  difiblution  and  prorogation  are  the  fame ; 
illy  annulling  perfonal  privilege,  deliberative  and  legiflative 
i ;   equally   leaving  judicial  proceedings  entire  and  un~ 

faid  Mr.  Adam,  the  learned  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fay,  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people  are  changed  ;  and 
i!d  be  a  grievous  hardflnp  to  go  on  with  a  profecution, 
jich  jhe  new  Parliament  muft  be  entirely  ignorant  j  yet, 
1  lame  learned  gentlemen  admit,  that  the  record  does  not 
„  but  only  the  proceedings  on  that  record.     Upon  their 
i  analogy,   of  the  death  of  the  Hopfe  of  Commons  being 
Ithe  demife  of  the  Crown,  they  could  not  ar^ue  that  the 
was  gone  ;  becaufe,  on  the  demife  of  the  Crown,  the 
lings  on  an  information  or  indidment  abates,  but  the  in- 
tion  itfelf  remained.  Mr.  Adam  aiked,  what  they  meant 
>  with  that  record  ?  Was  it  to  remain  una&td  upon  ?  Was 
|pnibner,  or  accufed,  to  remain  for  ever  under  it  ?  or  was 
r  to  be  a  ntii  profcqui  by  the  Commons  ?   Or  was  there  to 
i  proceeding  ?   If  a  noli  profequif  of  courfe  it  might  as  we!P 
be  faid  ;  for,  whether  a  thing  ended  of  itfelf,  or  could 
|  be  carried  on,  for  the  want  of  knowledge  of  the  profecu- 
ras  one  and  the  fame  thing.     Was  it  to  be  carried  on  ? 
ted;  for  if  it  was,  then  that  either  fuppofed  knowledge, 
e  means  of  acquiring  it.     But  the  record  remained  :  then, 
^,  faid  Mr.  Adam,  mould  not  the  proceeding  upon  it  re- 
i  }  Why,  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  fay,  becaufe,  by 
life  of  the  Crown,  proceedings  upon  an  information 
~  it  what  fort  of  proceedings  ?    Thofe  which  are  pre- 
to  trial ;  the  plea,  and  what   are  called,  in  the.lan- 
of  Weftminfter  Hall,  the  continuances.     But  in  that 
there  are  nothing  in  the  nature  of  the  proceedings,  but 
»  merely  preparatory  to  impannejling  the  jury;  where- 
tbe  cafe  of  this  impeachment,  the  Lords  are  a  jury  im> 
'  to  try  the  canfe  of  Mr.  Haftings  ;  z  jury  who  dp 
be  did,  fall  within  the  rules  of  other  juries,  but  who 
'  known  to  the  conftitution  as  thofe  defcribed  by 
friend,  (Mr.  Erikine)   and  who,  Mr.  Adam  faid, 
1  only  be  difcharged  from  their  duty  like  all  other  juries, 
.  ceroid.     The  faft  was,  Mr.  Adam  faid,  that  all  thofe 
i  which  were  taken  from  other  Courts,  tended  only  to 
I  ;  becaufe  the  proceedings  and  principles  of  adion  were 
itally  different.    He  faid,  it  was  unnecessary  to  enter 
into  the  detail  of  the  conftitution  and  forms  of  the 
&?  the  King  in  Parliament,  after  what  had  been  faid  by 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt.)     But  it  was  clear, 
the  very  fimpleft  and  apparently  mod  infignificant  of 
" s,  that  they  could  not  be  compared  with  the  trial 


9{a  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  179 

'  by  jury.    That  when  a  jury  was  impanneHed  to  try  a  cao 

a  Judge;  prefided — the  Judge  took  notes,  but  there  was 
ilop  to  take  down  the  queflion — no  flop  to  receive  the  anf« 
—no  form  which  made  the  evidence,  as  it  wefe,  a  record 
But  all  was  done  on  the  general  impreffion,  and,  as  it  we 
unojlatu.  The  jury  could  not  feparate,  till  they  had  gh 
their  verdi£t ;  could  neither  eat  nor  drink,  Or  take  refrd 
ment;  and  if  they  retired,  they  muft  retire  in  cuftody  d 
bailiff,  till  they  pronounced  upon  the  prifoner  they  werei 
pannelled  to  try.  It  was  not  fo  in  the  Court  of  the  King 
Parliament;  there  the  Court  adjourned  and  continued,  it 
in  diem,  defejpone  infeJJionem>  and,  as  he  contended,  dc  <fl 
liamento  in  P'arliamentum ;  and  their  proceedings  and  fot 
Were  all  calculated  to  fuit  that  conftitution.  The  evidd 
was  taken  in  a  different  manner.  1  he  queflion,  inftea4 
being  aiked  of  the  witnefs,  was  put  to  the  Court  by  the! 
hager  or  Counfel ;  the  Chancellor  prefiding  put  the  quefli 
to  the  witnefs  ;  that  queflion  being  firft  taken  down  by  I 
clerk,  who  likewiTe,  before  another  queflion  was  put,  W 
down  the  anfwer  given  by  the  witnefs  Thus,  not  the  gel 
ral  effeft,  but  the  precife  terms,  were  taken  down  preferq 
and  kept,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Court ;  who  not  only  need  ( 
all  be  prefent,  but  where  new  perfons  daily,  from  deal 
creation,  &c.  found  their  way  into  the  Court,  and  mijj 
legally  give  judgement  of  condemnation  or  acquittal  Ttoj 
fore,  if  the  argument,  founded  on  the  demeanor  of  a  wit* 
hot  being  feen  by  the  profecutors,  bad  any  foundation,  itj 
plied  more  ftrongly  to  the  Court:  for  if  a  perfon  might  jdjj 
who  had  not  feen  a  witnefs  examined,  furely  a  profecaj 
might  afk  for  judgement  who  had  not  feen  him  examinj 
Yet  fuch  was  the  conftitution  of  the  High  Court  of  Pail 
ment,  as  laid  down  in  all  the  law  books,  as  arifin^out  of  1 
very  form  and  origin/ 

He  contended  that  all  that  he  had  faid  was  eflabliftedj 
be  the  conftitution  of  the  Court  by  Mr-  Juftice  Foftcr,j 
his  moft  excellent  and  able  difcuffion  of  the  queflion  off 
Court  of  the  King  in  Parliament  being  diflblved  by  theLjj 
High  Steward  having  broke  his  rod  before  the  time  for  i 
execution  of  Lord  Ferrers  was  fixed  j  from  which,  he  ft 
that  important  conflitqtional  fad  appears,  which  he  rod 
tioned  before,  that  the  office  of  Lord  High  Steward  i*  * 
neceffary  to  conftitute  the  Court  of  the  King  in  Parliamej 
Mr. 'Juftice  Fofler,  he  obferved,  laid  it  down  in  that  cq 
that  •*  Every  proceeding  of  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  afling  in  I 
*c  judicial  capacity,  whether  upon  writ  of  error,  impeaq 
"  ment,  or  indi&ment,  is  in  judgement  of  law  a  proce*M| 
w  of  the  King  in  Parliament;  therefore  this  Court  of «* 

"  £ord  the  King  in  Parliament  i*  founded  wpon  imro*1* 
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11  rial  ufage,  upon  the  law  and  cuftom  of  Parliament,  and  is 
"  part  of  the  original  fyftem  of  out  conftitution. 

"  It  is  open  for  all  the  purpofes  of  judicature  during  the 
*  continuanpe  of  the  Parliament ;  it  openeth  at  the  begin- 
M  ning,  and  rtiutteth  at  the  end  of  every  feflion  :  juft  as  the 
14  Court  of  King's  Bench,  which  is  likewife  in  judgement  of 
"  law  held  before  the  King  himfelf  openeth  and  (hutteth 
u  with  the  term. 

"  The  authority  of  this  Court,  or,  if  I  may  ufe  the  ex- 
u  preflion,  its  conftant  aftivity  for  the  ends  of  public  juftice, 
14  independent  of  any  fpecial  powers  derived  from  the  Crown, 
a  is  not  doubted  in  the  cafe  of  fcrrits  of  error  from  thofe  Courts 
w  of  law  whence  error  lieth  in  Parliament,  and  impeachments 
u  for  mifdemeauors. 

M  I  will  not  recapitulate  :  The  cafes  I  have  cited,  and  the 
M  coociufions  drawn  from  them,  are  brought  into  t  very 
M  narrow  compafs;  I  will  only  add,. that  it  would  found  ex- 
u  tremely  harih  to  fay,  that  a  Court  of  Criminal  Jurif- 
u  di&ion,  founded  in  immemorial  ufage,  and  held  in  judge* 
11  ment  of  law  before  the  King  himfelf,  can,  in  any  event 
tt  whatever,  be  under  an  utter  incapacity  of  proceeding  to 
"trial  and  judgement  either  of  condemnation  or  acquittal, 
•*  the  ultimate  obje£ts  of  every  criminal  proceeding, 
w  without  certain  fupplemental  power  derived  from  the 
"Crown," 

From  this,  he  faid,  it  appeared  that  the  Court  in  which 
the  Commons  impeached,  was  the  Court  in  which  a  Peer  was 
tried,  that  it  was  the  fame  Court  which  tried  writs  of  error; 
that  in  no  cafe  did  it  require  the  King  to  fupply  it  with  pow- 
ers to  enable  it  to  aft,  but  poflefled  thofe  powers  inherently, 
and  in  its  own  nature  and  conftitution ;  that  the  Crown,  a? 
he  had  faid  before,  only  give  it  a  day ;  that  in  the  language  of 
Mr.  Juftice  Fofter,  it  openeth  at  the  beginning,  and  Ihutteth 
at  the  end  of  every  feflion,  as  the  King's  Bench  openeth  and 
fliotteth  with'  the  term: 

That  upon  all  thefe  grounds  he  founded  his  opinion  clearly 
and  decifively ;  and  he  faid  there  was  only  one  thing  before 
he  came  to  the  laft  head  ;  that  of  the  expediency  on  which 
he  wifhed  to  fay  a  word  or  two.  He. (aid  a  learned  gentle- 
man, the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  had  laid  it  down  as  a  pofition, 
that  no  allufion  fliould  be  had  to  the  impeachment  of  Mr. 
Haftings  in  the  queftion  now  difcufling.  He  could  not  fay 
the  learned  gentleman  had  kept  his  word  ;  for  that  through- 
out his  fpeech  he  had  again  and  again  talked  of  the  delay  and 
length  of  time  in  that  impeachment.  Mr.  Adam  faid,  he 
did  not  wi(h  to  give  the  debate  the  leaft  turn  towards  the 
merit  or  demerit  of  the  Managers  of  that  impeachment,  of 
Which  he  bad  his  flare  of  blame  if  there  vyas  any.    That  a 

day 
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day  would  come  when  that  queftion  muft  have  a  fair  and  fnll 
difcuffion  of  that  fqbjeft;  when  he  pledged  himfelf.  to 
prove,  that  if  there  was  doe  regard  paid  to  the  extent 
pf  the  charges,  the  number  of  fafts  proved,  the  medium  by 
which  they  were  proved,  the  days  exbaufted  in  reading  the 
record,  the  time  taken  in  fettling  preliminary  matter,  the 
ambulatory  nature  of  the  Court  which  obliged  them  to  re- 
tire tQ  difcufs  every  queftion  in  the  Chamber  of  Parliament, 
the  number  of  days  were  not  many  ;  nay,  he  could  venture  to 
fay,  could  hardly  have  been  abridged  by  any  means  that  could 
befuggefted  ;  that  the  fair  mode  of  eilimating  the  duration  of 
the  impeachment  was  not  by  feffions  of  Parliament,  but  num- 
ber of  days*  That  the  number  of  days  had  been  a  few 
above  fixty  ;  that  the  feffions  had'becn  three;  why,  becaufe 
but  few  days  had  been  given  in  each  we*k,  and  that  they  had 
always  been  late  of  beginning,  and  the  caufe  which  two  years 
ago  had  fufpended  all  public  bufinefs,  fufpended  the  com* 
mencement  of  the  impeachment  till  the' month  of  April. 
Mr.  Adam  begged,  therefore,  that  this  fuppofed  delay  might 
pot  influence  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  upon  grounds  of 
prejudice,  where  a  great  constitutional  tjueftion,  n6  lets  than 
the  exiftence  of  the  Supreme  inqui  Atonal  power  of  the  Com- 
mons, was  agitated  ;  the  moft  important  queftion  to  the  li- 
berty of  Englishmen  that  bad  been  agitated  during  the  pre* 
fent  century.  A  queftion  in  which  the  rights  of  the  Com- 
mons not  to  have  their  impeachments  interrupted  by  the  ads 
of  the  Crown,  was  founded  on  the  ground  of  parliamentary 
precedent;  decifions  of  courts  of  common  law.  On  the 
nature  of  the  Court  before  which  the  proceeding  was  held, 
and  of  the  power  when  preferred,  which,  as  had  been  well 
ohfervtd  by  the  honourable  gentleman  Who  had /poke  before 
him,  was  founded  not  in  precedent,  qr  pra&ice,  or  hiftory, 
but  in  this,  that  we  live  tfnder  a  free  constitution  ;  and  as  io 
the  cafe  of  a  pardon  being  pleadable  in  bar  of  an  impeach- 
ment, it  was  contended  no  fuch  right  could  belong  to  the 
Crown  without  annihilating  the  efieGt  of  impeachment;  fo 
here,  diflblution  cannot  end  it  without  the  fame  eJFed. 

Under  thefe  itnpreflions,  Mr.  Adam  faid,  he  felt  his  mind 
fo  clearly  fatisfied  that  it  was  almoft  unnecefiary  to  harem* 
courfe  to  any"  other  fource-f-But  the  ground  of  expediency 
was  one  which  prefled  fo  ftrongly  on  his  mind  that  he  could 
not  avoid  faying  a  word  or  two  upon  it — He  faid,  Lord  Hale, 
in  the  trad  fo  "often  quoted,  difcuflme  the  attempt  of  tbe 
Lords  to  hold  jurifdi&ion,  in  the  firft  inftanc*  ufed  theft 
words— If  we  may  judge  of  what  is  unlawful,  by  what  is 
highly  inconvenient,  there  is  no  original  jurifdi&ion  in  the 
Lords  Houfe  of  Parliament.  So  here— if  Wo  majr  judge  of 
what  is  unlawful  by  what  is  diftruftive  of  the  conftitotio% 

tber| 
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there  can  be  no  abatement  of  impeachment  by  diflblution— ^ 
It  has  been  faid,  with  great  truth,  that  the  inquifitorial  power 
oftheHoufeof  Commons  mull  be  independent  of  the  adi 
of  the  Crown.  Mr*  Adam  faid,  this  was  a  neceflary '  refuft 
from  that  main  principle  of  the  conftitution,  that  the  King 
can  do  no  wrong.  That  principle  was  what  fecured  the 
liberty  of  the  people,  by  entrenching  the  fecurity  of  the 
Prince. — It  rendered  the  fupreme  executive  Magistrate  (eeure 
and  permanent,  by  rendering  all  his  ads  unquestionable* 
who  would  other  wife  he  the  fport  of  parry  contention,  and 
court  intrigue*  But  while  the  King  could  do  no  wrongs  -  . 
and  was  thereby  removed  from  all  inquiry,  it  was  neceflary 
that  His  roinifters  fhould  be  the  fubje&  of  the  inquifitorial 
power  of  the  Commons  unfettered  by  any  reftraint.  Whether 
appointed  to  aduiinifter  the  ft  ate,  the  revenue,  the  military, 
of  to  diftribute  the  juftice  of  the  country. — Whether  to 
dired  the  great  arid  neceflary  a6h  of  government  at  home  or 
abroad: — That  if  thole  mimfters  were  capable  of  fkreening 
themfeives  by  procuring  a  pardon,  in  bar  of  an  impeachment,  ' 

by  preventing  the  King  from  appointing  a  high  fteward  as  a 
neceflary  part  of  the  court,  by  advifing  him  to  diflblve  the 
Parliament;  or  by  any  other  a&  of  prorogative,  that 
inquifitorial  power,  which  held  and  bound  the  whole 
together,  which  at  once  fecured  the  refponfibility  of 
minifters,  and  irrefpbnfibility  of  the  Crown,  was  loft  and 
destroyed.  The  days  of  Charles  the  fecond,  who  to  fkreen 
bis  chancellor,  put  the  feal  to  Lord  Danby's  pardon 
with  his  own  han<i,  might  again  return.  Lord  Bacon's  con- 
dud  might  have  been  protected,  and  judges  might  openly 
holdout  their  hands  to  take  a  bribe.  But  above  all.  that  im- 
portant principle  of  the  irrefponfibility  of  the  King,  which 
is  (banded  on  the  refponfibility  of  his  Minifters,  and  which* 
is  fecured  by  the  King  having  no  prerogative,  by  which  im- 
peachment can  be  annulled,  would  be  put  an  end  to.  And 
this  moil  important  act  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  of  no 
avail—On  every  principle  therefore,  as  well  as  every  prece- 
dent, Mr.  Adam  faid,  he  heartily  voted  for  the  motion,  and 
had  not  a  doubt  that  no  part  of  the  proceeding  abated;  but  alt 
remained  \v\  fiatu  qua,  to  be  proceeded  on  according  to  the 
dire&ion  of  the  Houfe,  at  the  beginning  of  a  feffionof  a  netf 
Parliament,  as  at  the  beginning  of  a  feflion  of  the  fame 
Parliament- 
Mr.  Serjeant  fVotfon  thought  that  the  idea  of  an  impeach-  jvfr.s«rfe- 
nient  not  abating  with  a  diflblution,  was  contrary  to  the  law  ant  jflrat*. 
of  the  land.-  The  Serjeant  adverted  to  the  precedent  of  170 1;  foa. 
and  mand  feveral  obf^rvations  refpefling  it.  He  concluded 
with  expreffing  a  wifh  that  a  Committee  (hould  be  appointed 
to  examine  into  the  journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  re- 
port precedents  more  at  large. 

Mr. 
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facha  change  in  his  mind,  then  occur  to  him  ?  They  wan 
then  freflxer  on  bis  memory,  than  they  can  be  now.  Why 
did  he  not  then  declare  himfelf  converted,  and  endeavour  to 
favethe  Houfe  from  that  pledged  and  fokron  declaration; 
and  which  now  they  cannot  retrad  without  covering  them- 
felves  witheverlafting  infamy  ? 

.  But  the  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  expreffed  fomething 
about  his  own  converfion,  which  has  reftored  him  to  that . 
gentleman's  good  opinion*     If  any  gentleman  coojd  (hew  \ 
him  a  reafori  why  the  Crown  (hould  poflefs  the  power  of  J 
putting  an  end  to  impeachments  by  a  diffolution  of  Parlia-  ] 
'*    ment,  he  would   then  indeed  become  k  convert.     Were  he  I 
convinced  by  argument  that  he  was  i#i  the  wrong,  he  was  \ 
rteadyto,yield  to  its  authority.     But  in  £he  mean  time,  his^ 
jcondu&  had  been  uniform,  his* opinions  had  been  pabliJhed; ; 
and  there  was  no,  part  of  either  which  afforded  any  ground  < 
for  the  infinuation  that  mighr  be  intended  by  the  phrafe 
converfion.      He    had    been   accufed  *too  of   fpeaking  iij 
a  ftyle  of  menace,  a  fQrt  of  language  which  he  was  not  ac- , 
cuftomed  to  employ.  Hehadfaid,  indeed,  that  if  the  Crown,  j 
had  the  power  of  pitting  an  end  to  impeachments  by  adi£- 
folution  of  Parliament,  the  Con  ft  i  tut  ion  would  be  deftroyed. j 
This,  conveyed  a  warning  of  the  cdnfequences  of  fuch  a  mesM 
fure  to  themfelves  and  their  posterity.     It  was  the  mcafure  ! 
and  not  he  that  menaced*.     He  Was  happy  indeed  to  fini  1 
that  gentlemen  had  taken  up  the  queftion  oqnhe  principles^ 
of  reafon^  as  well  as  on  the  authority  of  precedent.     In  ai 
queftion  which  concerned  the  fafety  and  welfare  of  the  peo- 
ple, every  conllderation,  except  what  had  a  tendency  to  pro- 
mote thefe  great  obje£t$,  became  fuperfeded  :  Salus  populi  fit- 
frema  Ux,<  prima  lex,  media  lex.  ^  As  precedents  however  ars 
one  ground,  though  only  one  ground  of  legal  argument,  they . 
ought  not  to  be  defpifed,  as  they  are  evidence  of  legal  tradi*  j 
tion,  and  fliew  what  was  reputed   law  at  the  time  of  their  , 
being  given.     They  ought  for  this  purpofe  to  be  (hewn  to  j 
.    have  the  qualities  fit   to  render  precedents  pf  full  authority 
in  law.     They  ought  to  be  (hewn,   1.  To  be  numerous,  and 
not  fcatered  here  and  there — 2.  Concurrent  and  not  contradic- 
tory and  mutually  deftrudHve — 3.  To  be  made  in  good  and 
conftitutional  times— 4.  Not  to  he  "made  to  ferve  an  occa- 
fion— 5.  To  be  agreeable  to  the  general*  teno§  of  legal  prin- 
ciples which  overrule  precedents,  and  are   not  to  be  over- 
ruled by  them.      Has  any  attempt  been  made  to  prove  fuch  a 
courfe  of  precedents,  orto  overbear  fuch  a  body  of  authority 
as  thofe  who  have  been  cited  in  favour  of  the  continuance? 

The  gentlemen  of  the  law,  of  whofe  arguments  he  wai 
concerned  to  find  that  he  had  formed  too  ianguine  expecta- 
tions, inftead  of  keeping  themfoJYes,  elevated  to  the  be«ht 
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of  their  own  capacity,  had,  in  what  they  had  faid,  feerned  tb 
lower  thetnfclves  to  a  level  with  their  auditors,  and  to  confult 
Jcfi  their  own  powers  of  information,  than  the  mean  abilities  of 
thole  whom  they  addrefled.  With  aftonilhment,  he  declared, 
that  not  one  fingle  ray  of  legal  light  had  been  thrown  on  the 
queftion  from  that  quarter.     The  reafon,  however,  which  he 

•  muft  otherwife  have  been  at  a  lofs  to  explain,  had  at  Iaft  been 
affigned  by  an  honourable  gentleman  who  fat  near  him,  add 
who  had  candidly  acknowledged  th$t  he  did  not  feelhimfelf 
fi  much  at  heme.  The  reafon  had  now  been  afcertainql ; 
and  indeed  feemed  equally  to  apply  to  all  the  gentlemen  of  - 
the  long  robe;  they  did  not  Jul  themfilvts  *t  home.  •  They  + 

i  were  only  fojourners  here ;  they  only  perched  in  their  flight 
to  a  higher  region.     This  was  only  the  feat  of  their  pilgri- 
mage, they  had  in  view  a  better  country,  for  which  they  res 
ferved  the  full  difplay  of  their  knowledge  and  their  talents* 
They  only  exercifedthemfelves  here  in  fkirmifhing  with  the 
rights  of  the  Commons,  with  which,  in  the  other  Houfe 
they  meant  to  carry  on  a  war.    All  they  could  afford  to  give 
«  nere  was  a  fort  of  quarter  feffions  law,  a  law  minorum 
gentium.     It  was  true  indeed,  that  an  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  had   declared    himfelf  nervous,    and  had   mo* 
deftly  declined  all  claim  to  eloquence.     Why  fhould  he  de- 
cline a  claim  to  what  all  the  world  allows  him,  and  to  what 
alone  he   has  had  recourfe  in  this  debate?     It   is  plain  he 
trails  in  that,  and  in  that  only.     He  has  confefled,  that  he 
had  not  examined  the  Journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
is  pleafed  to  affert,  that  he  had  not  had  accefs  to  the  Journals 
of  the  other  Houfe;  which  are  printed  and  acceffible  to  the 
whole' world;  he  only  produced  in  his  hand  a  pamphlet,  to 
wbofe  contents,  if  he  trufted  to  fuppty  him  with  argument,  it 
was  not  eafy  to  fee  what  reliance  he  could  have,  except  in 
his  eloquence,     Thecourfe  of  that  eloquence  was  flopped; 
he  was   fuddenly  fei zed  with  an   indifpofition,  which  ob- 
liged  him  then  to  discontinue  his  difcdurfe,  and  fprry  he 
was  for  any  indifpofition  which   fhould  deprive  them  of  a 
difplay  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  abilities.      However 
this  want  of  matter,  and  want  of  health,  was  but  the  mis- 
fortune of  a  day.     He  had  received  his  ftrength,  and  he  had 
come  down  again  furnifhed,  as  it  might  -be  fuppofed,  with 
an  irrefUlibk?  battery  of  argument,  of  precedent,  prepared 
to  repel   all   doubt,  and  beat   down   all  oppofition.     No, 
no  fuch  matter;  but  juft  at  the  moment  of  his  arrival,  (and 
a  friend  in  need  is  a  friend  indeed,)  he  had  been  furnifhed 
by  a  friend  with  a  precedent,  on  which  he  refted  the  whole 
weight  of  his  caufe;  with  this  precedent,  he  faid,  that  he 
woald  furprife  and  aftonifh  the  Houfe.     It  might  be  ex- 
posed (continued  Mr.  Burke)  that  I  waited  the  mention  of 

L  la  this 


26o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  i79* 

this  formidable  precedent  with  no  (mall  degree  of  impati- 
ence and  apprehen  (ion;  but  when  I  heard  it,  I  muft  own  that 
I  was  furprifed  and  aftonifhed.  This  Knight  Errant,  whom 
he  had  chofen  as  his  champion  to  break  a  lance  with  the  Houfc 
of  Commons,  was  a  Sir  Adam  Blair. 

The  real  ftate  of  the  cafe  was  thus : — Tn  1689,  this  Sir 
Adam  Blair  had  been  impeached  by  the  Commons  before; 
thf  Lords  of  High  Treafon,  a  little  before  the  end  of  Parlta* 
ment.     Upon  its  diflblutiou,  inftead  of  getting  rid  of  the: 
impeachment,  he  had  remained  a  prifoner  in  Newgate,  and  had< 
•     not  been  fet  at  liberty  till  eight  months  after  the  meeting  of 
the  new  Parliament,  when  the  Lords  finding  that  the  Com* 
mons  declined  to  proceed,  difcharged  him.     Has  not  now  this] 
Knight-Errant   proved  a   Knight-Recreant,  and  inftead  of; 
fupporting  the  party,  whom  he  was  brought  to  defend,  de- 
ferted  to  us  ?  1  admire  ready  wit ;  I  admire  prompt  and  ex- 
temporaneous eloquence.     But  prompt  deliberation,  extent  J 
poraneous  refearch,and  fudden  judgement,  do  notjdemand  mfi 
refpecl  fo  powerfully.     In  a  cafe  that  required  refearch  ana 
confideration,  ought  he  not,  before  he  adopted  it  into  hfc 
reafoning,  to  have  paid  fome  attention  to  the  ftatement  of 
fa&s  ?  But  the  honourable  gentleman  had  ai&gned  the  reafon 
.  of  all  this ;  he  did  not  fal  him/elf  at  borne.      The  bar  was  the 
fcene  of  his  wealth,  of  his  reputation,  of  his  fame ;  this- 
was  only  the  fcene  of  his  duty.     It  was  related  of  Lew# 
XIV.  that  all  his  children  by  his  Miftreffes  were  handfontfl 
and  vigorous,  while  thofe  by  his. wife  were  puny;  his  pby- 
fician,  when  he  was  afked  the  reafon,  replied,  that  his  wife 
had  only  the  rinfings  of  the  bottle.     So  they,  had  only  the 
refufe  part  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  abilities;  they  ob- 
•    tained  him  folely  at  Tecond  hand.     This  was  the  fcene  of 
his  duty,  the  other  the  fcene  of  his  pleafure : 

**  We  take  his  body,  they  his  mind, 
u  Which  has  the  better  bargain  rn 

This  partiality  for  home  was  eafily  acoounted  for;    home  is 
home  be  it  never  fo  homely,  and,  in  confequence  of  this  par-  I 
tiality,  the  gentlemen  6f  the  Long  Robe  were  led  to  mea- 
fure  the  proceedings  of  Parliament  by  thofe  of  the  Courts, 
and  to  prefcribe  the  rules  of  the  Courts  as  the  ftandard  of  ; 
the  ufage  of  Parliament.     Here  they  weretonly  militant,  , 
and  gave  to  Royal  prerogative  all  that  weight  which  in  their 
future  fituations  they  might  be  called  to  fupport.    To  os, 
who-arl'only  ordinary  Members  of  Parliament,  the  rights  of 
the  Commons  are  every  thing.      Without  them  we  have  no 
exigence.     We  have  no  other  ground  to  retire  to*     Fight* 
ing  for  them  we  fight  pro  arts  ctfccis.      Hithertothe  Man- 
ors of  the  Houfe  (becaufe  in  this  Houfe  they  were  at  tomt) 
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rhad  fome  fort  of  afle&ionate  leaning,  and  fond  domeftick 
'family  partiality  towards  their  privileges.     They  took  it  for 
:fpnted,  that  what  they  poffeffed  in  favour  of  their  conftitu- 
tests,  was  lawfully  pofleffed.      They  thought  that  what  was 
utter  difputed  here,  ought  not  to  be  diluted  any  where* 
Rfcy  employed  argument  and  refearch,  to  defend  their  right 
pinfi  thofe  who  attacked  them,  ,and  not  to  raife  queftions 
Biigil  themfelves  and  againft  themfelves  ;  or  tofumifhof- 
Gve  weapons  to  their  adverfaries,  by  teaching  them  to 
bt  the  legality  of  our  beft-founded  claims.    ..It  is  now, 
tbefirit  time,  that  they  arearrived  to  that  pitch  of  can- 
•  as  to  fet  to  work  all  the  hunters  after  precedents,  all 
fctatchers  of  parchment,  all  the  revivers  of  dead  ink, 
tth  a  view,  if  po&ble,  to  diftover  a  flaw  in  their  own  title. 
1  was  lhange  that  they  fhould  advife  them  to  fearch  the 
ifcure  recefles  of  antiquity,  more  efpecially  when  thefe  re- 
tSa  were  granted  to  be  obfeure,   and  leaving   the  folid 
round  of  poffefiion  on  which  they  itood  in  the  queftions  of 
Lords,  declared  juridically  (perhaps  legiflatively  too)  in 
r  favour,  in  the  refolutions  cf  1673  and    1678,  to  try 
fcher  fome  mouldy  parchment  might  be  raked  out  to  dif- 
fefs  them  of  their  poffefiion  under  that  folemn   decree, 
lot  rendered  it  ftill.  more  ftrange  was,  that  this  fearch  of 
ifcarity  was  to  produce  light,  and  an  endlefs  length  cf  in- 
stigation was  propofed  as  a  remedy  of  delay,  and  with  a 
ew  to  promote  promptitude  of  proceeding  in  this  trial, 
Another  honourable  gentleman  of   the  Long  Robe  had 
wrplamed  of  this  delay.     What  rendered  the  complaint 
ngnlar  was,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  been  an 
unen t  practitioner,  and   was  now  a  Judge  of  Chancery, 
Court  which  had  not  hitherto  been  famed  for  the  cele- 
fcy  of  its  deciiions.     And   certainly  till  the  time  of  the 
Jnourable  gentleman,  who,  no  doubt,  had  effected  a  re- 
nn   in  that  rejpe&,    any  complaint  of  delay   from   this 
uuter,  could  not  but  have  carried  with  it  an  air  of  ridiculp. 
was  a  new  circumftance  "that  the   Court  of  Chancery 
Hreld  inftrufl   Parliament  to  be  more  expeditious  in  its 
breedings.     But  why  did  not  thefe  gentlemen,  who  com- 
bined of  the  length  of  the  proceedings  of  Parliament,  at 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  (horten  its  continuance,  and,  as  it 
feqnently  had  beln  fuggefted  before,  to  make  it  triennial, 
ItnniaL  or  annua],  or  oftener  if  nerd   be,  fmce,  by  thefe 
Item  all  their  purpofes  of  expedition   would  be  effectually 
offered.     The  caufe  muft  then  die,  not  with  its  nature  and 
^•crits,  but   with   the  Parliament1,  wiih  wbofe  duration  the 
thread  of  its  life  was  twilled.  But,  perhaps,  the  moft  furprifing 
tfjjefiion  which  had  proceeded  from  a  Member  of  the  Law, 
was  t&at  which  had  been  flated  to  written  evidence.     It  was 

well 
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well  known  that  there  was  no  other  fort  of  evidenceempbj 
in  Chancery,  except  in  particular  cafes.    The  Judges  in 
the  Courts  take  notes,  and  not  only  for  their  own  ufe,  I 
for  the  inftru&ion  of  the  Jury,  and  the  fumming  up  of  1 
evidence.    It  hi  Angular,  that  the  things  provided  as  aids 
the  known  frailty,  of  memory,  fhould  be  alledged  as  reaft 
for  rejecting  memory  fo  affiited,  and  admit  nothing  wria 
to  be  a  ground  of  judgement.  How  comes  the  memory  ti 
•  worfe  for  that  Which  is  always  done  in  ftrpttmam  ret  m, 
riam  f    But,  when  was  this  objection  ftarted  ?    Why  «ij 
not  propofed  daring  the   three  concluding  years  of  1 
forrner   Parliament  ?      Was  not  written  evidence  thai 
bad  as  it  is  now?   Was  it  not  found  out  till  after' tM 
folution  of  Parliament  ?    Was  it  now,  for  the  firft  a 
brought  forward,  when  the  charges  might  be  fuppofed  M 
nearly  finifbed  ?  The  "motive  of  all  this )x  was  not  diffi 
to  afcertain.    The  culprit  was  now  on  the  eve  of  mai 
his  defence.    Any  former  attempts  ki  his  defence  bad  t 
found  mifchievons  in  the  extreme;  and  from  what  «a 
follow,  the  fame  confequences  might  be  apprehended, 
this  moment  of  his  peril,  therefore,  they  interpofed, 
wifhed  to  fnatch  him  away  in  a  cloud  from  the  aoe 
conflict  between  his  caufe  and  his  defence. 

The  proposition  which  all  thefe  objections  has  beetr 
tended  to  eftablifh  was,  that  impeachments  terminate  *1 
diflblution  of  Parliament,  and  are,  of  confequence,  fubjd 
the  will  of  the  Crown.    But  in  their  attempts  to  ihewl 
this  was  law,  they  had  never  endeavoured  to  prove  that! 
thus  adminiftered,  was  conducive  to  juftice.  In  treating  of 
excellence  of  any  art,  it  was  ufual  t»  illuftrate  the  advantj 
with  whieh  itsexercife  was  attended.  Why  then  had  they' 
fiiewn  that  thisexercife  of  law  was  beneficial  ?  Why  had! 
not  pointed  out  its  tendency  to  convict  guilt,  and  clear  k 
cence;  or  how  could  they  jufttfy  that  law,  the  only  d 
of  which  that  could  be  perceived,  was  to  provide  for 
concealment  and  impunity  of  guilt  r*   In  contending  for' 
law  on  the  principle  of  its  defect  they  aded  in  tbe  ' 
manner  as  if  they  had  enumerated  the  gout,  ftone,  and 
difeafes,  to  whicn  the  body  is  fubjecT:  among  the  parts  \ 
cbnftitution.     Inftead  of  reprefenting  their  lady  of  law  J 
->    beautiful  woman  well  proportioned,  they  haa  reprefas 
her   as  an   uglv,  decrepit,    and   mif-lhapen  crippled  M 
They  break  a  lance  with  all  comers,  not  for  the  beaiiq 
and  perfections  of  their  miftrefs;  bet  for  her  (linking  bresj 
and  her  toothlefs  gums.      With  them,  juftice  may  mvm 
a  rich  criminal,  but  can  never  devour  him.     Juftice  is  to  j 
every  thing  but  judge.     Every  accident  works  a  dxfcontrt 
ance  in  her  procefs.    She  always  fights  to  be  defeated.  8 
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lork  is  always  to  begin,  never  to  end.  The  defe&s  of  the 
kv  are  the  objeds,  not  of  the  apology,  but  of  the  claim  of 
fcaflertors,  and  they  have  fworn  allegiance  to  her  divine  er- 
■sand  indeliable  defers. 

fWe  contend  that  the  law  of  Parliament  knows  of  no  fuch 
ho&ftrous  and  fhameful  defedt,  as  that  by  which  a  ftate 
ninal  may  1)o  enabled  to  free  himfelf,  by  his  own  a&,  and 
his  own  pleafure,  from  the  purfuit  of  his  country.  But 
[gentlemen  of  the  Long  Robe  deny  the  exiftence  of  a  law  , 
Parliament,  and  maintain  that  there  c&n  be  no  law  but 
is  understood  and  praftifed  in  their  Courts.  Well 
though  we  never  /hall  allow  that  wild,  falfe,  dan- 
bus,  and  unconftitutional  dodripe,  for  a  moment,  let  us 
upon  their  own  grounds,  and  fee  whether  *hey  will  abide 
the  condudr.  of  the  Courts'  below,  upon  this  very 
it.  As  they  decline  this  too,  they  know  that  their 
mid  is,  if  poflible,  more  untenable  on  the  taw  reports  and 
digefls,  than  on  the  decifions  and  precedents  of  Parlia- 
t.  When  the  law  of  their  own  Courts  had,  in  one  of  the 
eloquent  fpeeches,  perhaps,  ever  delivered  within  thefe 
,  been  (bown  to  apply  di redly  and  conclufivefy  againft 
pofitions,  wbaf  couife  do  they  take?  Will  it  be  be-  #  ' 

fed,  that  after  they  had  endeavoured  to  annihilate  the 
of  Parliament,  they  have  fet  them/elves  to  invalidate  all 
authorities  of  that  very  law  of  their  Courts  to  whichr 
j  had  funk  the  authority  of  the  fupreme  and  fovereign  , * 
of  this  conftitution.  Oppofe  to  them  Comyns* s  Digeji ! 
them  that  the  fir  ft  in  rank  of  their  Judges  calls  it  not 
f  a  great  authority,  as  a  judicious  compilation  of  autho* 
h,  but  great  authority  as  being  that  of  the  compiler 
ifclf.    They  tejeGt  this  great  authenticated  digeft ;  and 
Bit  no  force  but  what  is  formed  on  its  references  ft)  re- 
ts.   Well  then,  give  up  to  the  profeflbrs,  as  good  for  no* 
5,  their  own  digeft  of  their  own  law,  and  while  they 
you  to  their  Reports.     There,  too,  the  ground  fails  un- 
ion— you  are  worfe  off— you  are  bogged  deeper  and 
er— They  tell  you,  in  fo  many  words,  that  their  Reports 
confufed,  perplexed,  obfcure,  inaccurate,  and  were  pub* 
rd  after  the  death  of  the  writers,  from  their  notes,  by  per- 
iwho  did  not  underftand  their  meaning.     Providentially, 
J  have  found  a  naroelefs  note,  in  the  hands  of  a  nameled 
fcm,  which  had  belonged  to  his  grandfather,  who  was  alfo 
pelefs,  though  a  lea  rned  judge ;  and  that  paper  mentions 
thing  of  what  appears  pofitivcly  in  the  reported  cafe.   Such 
valuable  difcovery  could  not  be  fufficiently  prized ;  and  had 
f  Wtn  in  the  hands  of  this  unknown  gentleman's  grandrno- 
kr,it  might  perhaps  have  proved  as  much.      Now  obfervr 
jkre  at  lail  thefe  gentlemen  of  the  Long  Robe  have  led  us. 
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We  have  nothing  to  induce  us,  after  renouncing  every  fp< 
cies  of  public  recognized  law,  both  of  the  Parliament  ar 
of  the  Courts,  to  follow  their  opinion,  but  a  pocket  not* 
in  the  pofTeffion  of  perfons  not  mentioned,  grandchiidrc 
of  fome  grandfather,  or  grandmother,  but  except  by  then 
fclves  never  feen,  and  which  even  now  is  not  produced,  be 
which  when  produced  will  (they  tell  us)  fay  nothing  at  a 
upon  one  fide  or  the  other  of  the  queftion.  Is  this  then  A 
law  to  which  we  are  to  facrifice  all  the  known  authenti 
fcources  of  ^uriiprudence/the  privileges  of  Parliament,  ti 
jufiice  of  the  kingdom,  the  only  Securities  for  aur  conftiti 
tion )  Are  vye  to  give  up  to  thofe  and  their  grandmothfl 
all  the  patrimony  of  our  pofterity,  all  the  inftitutionsi 
our  progenitors?  "  The  laws,  the  rights,"  the  glorious  pla 
"  of  power  dejivettd  down  from  our  great  fathers  rw   Nc 

,  jhey  fhall  not  pel  fuade  us  to  adt  in  this  manner*  Thd 
are  hot  the  reafons  wftich  will  juftify  us  in  ffech  facrificfl 
Let  us  take  care  of  ourft  Ives*  Thefe  gentlemen  of  the  lal 
driving  us  from  law  to  law,  would,  in  the  end,  leave  us  fl 
law  at  all.  . '  * 

Shutout  from  all  their  profeffional  refources,  thefe  gri 

«  Jtlemen  at'lafl  hav^  recourfe  to  hiftory*  td  find  fomethingfi 

their  purpofe.-    He  did  not  deny  the  ufe  of  hiftory  in  el 

plaining  law;  buthe-cpuld  by  no  means  approve  of  the  ai 

■  tempt  to  fritter  away  law  by  hiftory.  The  evidence  of  Ml 
tory,  however,  would  be  found  equally  in  favour  of  the  con 
tinuance  of  impeachments.,  Of  this  Charles  II.  himfdfw* 
ftrongly  fen-fihle  in  the  conduct,  which  he  pyrfoed  on  the  W 
'  peach  men t  of  his  Minifter,  the  Earl  of  Dan  by.  1  hat  prina 
in  the  fpeech  fiom  the  Throne,  continued  by  his  ChancelW 
tells  exprefsly  to  his  new  Parliament,  that  he  would  od 
^  '  .  difchaYge  tlife  Earl  of  Danby,*  becaufe  he  was  under  an  if* 
peachment  of  the  Iaft  Parliament,  ancj  ought  to* be  tried ii 
the.  new.  Here  is  a  declaration  in  our  favour  from  thi 
Crown,  prcvioufly  to  a  Jing»e  ftep  taken  by  this  Houfe ;  whid 
ihews  that  the  King  aud  his.  Chancellor  a£ted  on  th 
clear  known  recognized  Jaw,  not  on,  any  c*aim  of  the  Coo* 
mons.  'I  he  Houfe  afterwards  took  it  up  on  the  fan* 
ground.  They  fent  word  to  the  Lords,  to  remind  theraoi 
the  depending  impeachment  of  Lord  Danby.  Here,  th 
Houfe  affirms  the  principle.  The  Lords  take  it  into  confr 
deration,  and  tl>ey  fofemnly  determine  and  adjudge,  that  ail 
impeachment  is  not  difcontinued  by  the  chffSlut.on  of  Par* 
liament.  Tru4y  tell  us  it  was  a  point  we  has?  gained.  ^* 
were  punctilious.  It  became  i»s  to  he  fo.  To  lay  we  Iwo 
gained  a  point,  did  not  neceiTarily  inf  r  that  we  had  gainw 
any  thing  hut  our  right.  But  we  did  not  hear  a  ihadow  of 
ambiguity  in  expreflions.     We  would  not  take  it  to  be  con* 
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fidered  as  right,  Trained  or  recovered.    We*  infifted  that  we 
.  kad  always  poflefled  it ;  that  it  was  the  dear  indubitable 

right  of  the  Commons,  and  in  this  the  Lords  acquiefced. 
k-    But  were  they  fatisfied  with  a  bare  acquiefcence  ?    When 
lord  Stafford  was  brought  to  his  trial,  he  pleaded  this  very 
Aiconii  nuance  which  the  gentlemen  of  the  Kobe  plead  againft 
s  that  day.    Did  the  Lords  yield  to  it  ?  They  would  not  fo 
ich  as  fuffer  it  to  be  argue*!.      On  the  foundation  of  this 
vilege,  Lord  Scafibrd  was  tried,  condemned j  executed,  and 
the  attainder,  his  whole  line  of  fueceffion  cut  off. 
Here  in  the  intern n  avowal  from  the  Throne*  in  the  pro- 
logs of  the  Commons,  and  in  the  refolutioiis  of  the 
ids,  you  have  every  thing  but  the  mere  form  of  a  declara- 
y  a&  of  Parliament  for  our  privilege.       You  have  after- 
d*  a  rejection  of  the  admiilibility  of  argument  on  it,  and 
judgement  at    folemn  as   ever  was  given.      The    Lords 
I  refcind  their  judicial  decisions.       In  the  firft  ye^r  of 
the  Second,  indeed,  for  ohviotw  temporary  reafons, 
us  which  carried  with  them  marks  of  occasional   and 
porary   convenience   and    parpofe,    they   attempted   td 
ind  their  ref&iutivn  (which  they  mi  Teal  led   an  order)  but 
did    not  venture  to  refcind    their  judgement    againft 
Stafford  as  founded  in  error.   Nay  more  and  ftronger  J 
bill  was  actually  brought  in  to  reverfe  the  attainder,  and 
gb  fuch  bills  had  been  common,  1  have  never  feen  any 
ire  this  that  did  not  aflign  tome  irregularity  or  error  in 
procefs.     Here  was  one  (in  our  new  principles)  which 
upon  them.     Lord  Stafford's  law  argument  againft  the 
lity  of  the  procefs  had  not  been  heard.     They  never* 
ever,  dared  to  go  upon  this  ground  even  inKing  James's 
It  is  not  fo  much  as  mentioned  in  the  preamble  to  the 
as  the  bill  proceeded  wholly  on  the  convlflion  of  the 
ence  for  perjury.     But  fo  tender  were  the  Commons  of 
thing  which  might,  by  any  kind  of  inference*  affeel  that 
Ttioni  that  King  James's  Houfe  of  Commons*  chofen  in\ 
~  by  himfelf,  never  pafled  it ;  and  to  this  day  the  attainder 
d*.     Now  mail  that  which  has  been  fufficient  to  attaint 
degrade  for  ever,  one  of    the  nohleft  families  in  the 
Id,  not  be  fufficient  to  fupport  us  in  the  right  of  main- 
ing  a  temperate  procefs  for  bringing  to  a  legal  judge- 
it,  one  Indian  delinquent  ? 

A  learned  gentleman  had  availrd  bimfelf,  in  thefnftanceof 

^rd  Stafford,  of  the  opportunity  to  appeal  to  the  paffions, 

roufe  our  indignation  by  the  in]  u  ft  ice  to  which  he  had 

.  ti  expofed,   and  to  excite  com  m  iteration  by  his  age  and 

j  fcffirings :  An  appeal  to  the  paffions,  even  in  favour  of  ihofc 

Hofc  fuffer ings  might  feem  to  be  obliterated,  by  all  the  in- 

riet  and  ItnTcringi  of  ethers,    during  a    period  of  more 
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'  than  an  hundred  years,  fhould  never  be  condemned  by  him. 

*He  never  would  condemn  thofe  appeals  to  the  heart  in  fa* 
vour  of  the  fufferings  of  innocence,  which  never  ought  to 
be  antiquated  ;  becaufe,  by  magic  of  eloquence,  the  remoteft 
fufferings  of  mankind  are  thus  brought  home  to  our  bofoms; 
time  and  place  difappear  to  the  fympatby,  that  unites  all 
mankind  in  all  countries  and  in  all  ages,  and  the  fphere  and 
empire  of  benevolence  is  extended  every  way,  and  upoaj 
every  fide.      But  let  us  take  care  that  our  appeal  to  the  paP] 
fions  is  not  rendered  rather  ridiculous  than  pathetic,  by 
having  no  proper  relation  to  the  point  ir/  queftion.     Noi 
thing    out  of  its  pkee  and  feafon,  is  powerful  or  decent 
Our  moral  feelings  are  the  mod  excellent  part  of  our  na- 
ture; but  as  they  might  miflead  our  judgement,  itwascfl 
confequenceto  watch  their  operation.     Iti  this  view,  it  wag 
improper  to  allow  coniiderations  of  malice  or  perjury  to  iq 
terfere  with  matter  of  order,  formality,  and  law.      Recei 
inftances  had  occurred,  in  which  wretches,  by  the  grofli 
perjury,  had  taken  away  the  lives  of  their  fell ow-crea turd 
and  were  thofe  inftances  to  interfere  with  the  authority  \ 
the  Court,  or  the  decifion  of  the  Judges  in  future,  the? 
would  be  an  end  of  all  law  and  all  juftice.     It  had  b« 
urged  agalnft  the  order  of  1678,,  that  it  had  taken  plat 
under  the  influence  of  party  violence.     The  Popilh  Plf 
moft  certainly  he  did  not  mean  to  fupport,  to  juftify,  oH 
palliate.     But  did  not  the  fituation  of  the  kingdom,  ful 
ciently  juftify  great  heits  and  tempeftuous  paffions?    Wef 
not  the  circumftances  of  the  King,  having  fold  himfelf  to] 
foreign  power,  and  the  Heir  of  the  Crown  having  declaitf 
himfelf  a  Romm  Catholic,  fufficient  grounds  of  apprehe* 
fion  }  As  all  the  Courts  of  the  kingdom  at  that  time,  j 
well  as  Parliament,  a&ed  under  the  influence  of  thefe  head 
and  that  many  people  as  worthy  of  companion  as  Lord  Sta| 
ford  fuflered  tamely   perjury  and  credulity,  would  not  th 
fame  argument  equally  apply  to  invalidate  the  proceeding 
of  all  ?    And,  to  be  fure,  the  times  which  fucceeded  in  168Q 
when  the  order  for  the  continunnce  of  impeachment  was  cm 
fcinded  were  quiet  and  orderly  !  there  was  no  diftra&ion  0| 
Counfels !    nor   threatening   of  public   difturbances.     Tta 
truth  was,  that  that  Parliament,  however  they  might  m 
ace u fed  with  an  obfequious  difpofition,  in  this  inftance  aflaJ 
wifely.     They  were  filent  on  this  point,  which,  in  thefitu* 
ation  of  affairs,  they  found  rt  inexpedient  to  carry  :  But  isM 
there  appear  in  the  t  ran  faction  of  refcinding  in  form  tbfl 
vote  of  1678,  no  fign  of  the  fpur  of  the  times? — It  ^ 
fpur-gaulled  from  fhoulder  to  flank.  Compare  the  two  pitHi 
ceedings.     In  1678,  Parliament' adhered  to  a  fettled  role; 
their  proceedings  were  regular  and  conilftent.    But  if  trtj 
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examine  the  proceedings  of  1685,  we  fliajl  find  that  only 
that  part  of  the  order  was  abolifhed  which  related  to  im- 
peachments, while  that  part  which  related  to  writs  of  error* 
and  appeals  was  allowed  to  remain  in  full  force;  an  anomaly, 
which  evidently  bears  the  mark  of  the  particular  occafion 
ky  which  the  meafure  was  di&ated.  Oppofed  to  this  ano- 
maly, we  have  on  our  fide  a  fyftem,  clear  and  decifi  ve,  re- 
cognized as  a  principle  of  the  conftitution  and  adopted  in 
gks  practice.  The  right  of  impeachment  never  dies,  but  by 
>|Ddgement  or  derlidion,  and  the  proceedings  of  the  Com* 
Wms  are  as  immortal  as  their  public  capacity. 

Mr.  Powell  contended  that  impeachment  by  the  conftitu-     Mr. 

cught  not  to  abate,  There  were  many  new  Members  PowelU 
tie  prefent  Houfe  of  Commons,  yet  he  was  perfuaded  thaj 
*y  would  fupport  the  impeachment  as  firmly  as  the  late 
arliaraent  bad  done,  fhould  the  continuance  ol  the  prafecu* 
be  once  determined  upon  by  a  vote  of  the  Houfe.  But  a* 
iu<h  legal  ability  and  learning  had  been  exerted  in  fupport 
tit  the  abatement  of  impeachment  upon  a  di Ablution  of  Par- 
liament, upon  the  authority  of  precedents,  he  fubmitted  to 
(k  Houfe  the  propriety  of  eftabliftiing  a  precedent  by  a  fpe- 
aft  of  Parliament,  founded  upon  the  particular  cafe, 
ich  fhould  ferve  as  a  (landing  rule  of  lavtf  for  the  condudl 
future  impeachments. 

Colonel  Simcoe  trufted  that  the  right  honourable  gentle-   Colon4 
fttao  (Mr.  Buike)  would  allow  him  to  take  the  liberty  of  ob-  Simcoe. 
Jerving  that  he  had  always  entertained  the  higheft  opinion 
m  hi*  constitutional  information,  until  very  lately!  when  he 
P'iclared  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons,    by  the  conftitution, 
nmpafed  four  grand  Committees;  a  grand  Committee  of 
Religion,  a  grand  Committee  of  Privileges,  a  grand  Com- 
mitteecf  Courts  of  Juftice,  and  a  grand  Committee  of  Trade. 
;  Now  it  turned  out,  that  the  Committee  of  Privileges  was  a 
fcboidinate  Committee.     There  was,  indeed,  a  grand  Com- 
mittee of  Grievances.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
Jpaid,  that  the  Houfe  were  to  proceed  in  an  impeachment  a* 
3  gnnd  Committee  of  Privileges,  and  of  a  Court  of  Juftice. 
nis  muft  be  an  inaccurate  ftatetnent.     He  therefore  wi(hed 
know  in  what  light  the  Houfe  were  to  be  confidered  in  re- 
price to  the  impeachment  ? 
Mr.  L.  Grant,  of  Grant,  began  by  dating  that  he  would    Mr.  L. 
p>t  trouble  the   Houfe  with  any  description  of  his  feelings,    Granu 
Which  hefuppofed  urere  pretty  fimilar  to  the  feelings  of  others 
who  fpdee  for  the  firft  time;  that  much  as  he  admired  the 
Wonderful  exhibitions  of  eloquence  which  he  had  heard  that 
tveningand  the  preceding,  yet  he  found  himfelf  unable  to 
aflent  completely  to  the  arguments  contained  in  any  of  them. 
1»  his  conclufion,  he  had  the  honour  of  agreeing  with  the 
M  m  %  right 
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right  honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  who  lately  fat  down,  (Mr.  Burke) 
while  the  reafpning  which  led  him  to  it  more  neatly  approx- 
imated to  that  by  which  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Er- 
ik ine)  had  fo  ably  maintained  the  oppofite  opinion. 

The  principles  upon  which  his  opinion  was  formed,  were 
few  and  obvious — that  we  ought  to  regard  the  queftion  as  of  a: 

feneral  nature,  without  any  reference  %o  the  character  of  Mty 
ladings — that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  bound  by  the] 
{lecifions  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  .if  any  there  were,  of  fimilat 
cafes — that  we  were  not  to  reafon  about  precedents,  and  re? 
jedt  one  and  adopt  another,  but  to  give  them  authority  ac< 
cording  to  their  dates.     The  Houfe  was  fo  univerfally  agre  ' 
upon  the  propriety  of  waving  any  difcuffion  of  the  merits 
Mr.  Haftings,  that  it  was  unneceffary  to  enlarge  on  it. 
ther  he  merited   the  eqlogium  of  an  honourable  M< 
(Col.  M'Leod)  or  the  execrations  of  the  Managers,  was  ta 
tally  foreign  to  the  prefent  queftion  :    the  Houfe  was  to  ifi 
'   veftigate  the  general  law  relative  to  impeachments,  not  t) 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  perfon  prefently  impeached.    Ge| 
.tletnen  were  divided  very  much  upon  the  mode  of  ihveftigl 
ing  the  law  relative  to  impeachments;  fome  conceived  thl 
fhe  Houfe  of  Commons,  was  virtually  a  party  in  thedecifiol 
of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  cafes  of  impeachment,  and  conJ 
.quently   were  bound  by  thele  decifions.     Others,  that  * 
were  to  be  guided  by  reafon  and  principle,  without  any  vie? 
to  precedent  whatever.     Others  endeavoured  to  difcover 
medium  between  the  two  opinions,  and  to  procure  a  dettf 
tnination  refitting  from  the  combined  influence  of  precede! 
and  principle.     It  might  be  from  the  prejudice*  confefluentl 
a  legal  education  ;  hut  law  and  reafon  appeared   to  him i 
unite  in  favour  of  the  firft  opinion,  vi$.  that  we  wereboW 
by  the  decifions  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords.     A  learned  gent* 
man  (Mr.  Erfkine)  had  ftated  and  iliuftrated  a.  principle, 
(lis  humble  opinion,  of  great  authority  in  the  prefent  queft* 
fo  clearly  and  forcibly,  that  he  fhould  not  weaken  it,  byi 
tempting  to  enlarge  on  it — That  wherever  a  Court  of  Jw 
cature  has  laid  down  rules  for   its  own  decifions,  when  1 
Legiflature  does  not   dif&nt  from  them,  it  is  underftoodj 
aflent  to  them;  confequently,  P«irliament  never  having co* 
troverted  the  rules,  with  regarcT  tp  impeachment,  laid  do*J 
by  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  as  a  Court  of  Judicature,  was  to« 
underftood  tacitly  and  virtually  to  have  approved  of  tteW 
and  therefore  to  be  bound  by  them.     Befides,  the  Houfe d 
Commons  was  not,  by  a  legal  ficlion,  conceived  to  be,  W 
actually  was,  a  party  in  all  cafes  of  impeachment,  coaw 
quently   every  reafon   concurred   for'  a  ftri&  application* 

the  rule  as  to  them.     It  appeared  to  Mr.  Grant,  he  remark 
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ed,  that  the  very  terms  ufed  by  every  gentleman  in  the  debate 

of  in vcftigat ing  the  law  of  impeachment,  implied  clearly  that 

there  was  a  law ;  and  if  a  law  exifted,  where  elfe  was  it  to 

be  found  ?  The  Houfe  was  allowed  to  he  in  the  exercife  of 

their  judicial,  not  their  legi  dative,  capacity;  weweretodif- 

I    coyer,  not  to  determine  — to  find  out,  and  to   be  guided  by 

I    what  the  law  was,  not  to  decide  upon  what  it  ought  to  be. 

I    We  might,  therefore,  make  a  new  law  for  future  cafes,  but 

I  this  cate  feemed  to  him  to  be  bound  by  the  law  as  it  flood  : 
it  feemed  to  him  to  be  a  corollary  perfectly  evident  from  the 
foregoing  propofition,  though  he  mentioned  it  with  all  due 
deference,,  as  every  gentleman  lie  had  heard  had  reafoned  upon 
inoppofite  fuppofkion,  that  we  were  not  entitled  to  reafon 
about  precedents,  to  repel  one  and  adopt  another,  but  ought 
to  give  them  authority  according  to  their  dates.  If  the 
Houfe  were  to  make  a  law,  the  reafons  of  the  feveral  decifions 
certainly  would  be  the  proper  object  of  difcuflion ;  but  being 
I)  declare  law,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  we  were  entitled 
logo  beyond  their  actual  exiftence.  Befides,  from  the  op- 
posite reafoning  which  had  been  urged,  with  regard  to  every 
(  precedent,  we  might  eafily  judge  of  the  propriety  of  expect- 
ing any  agreement  upon  that  head.  1  he  Houfe  had  heard  a 
great  deal  that  night  and  the  preceding,  about  parliamentary 
w,  and  paramount  constitutional  law,  and  fo  forth ;  for 
tus  part,  he  mull  confefs,  that  in  the  way  they  were  em- 
ployed, they  fet  med  to  him  to  be  grand  words  without  a 
meaning.  He  could  neither  fee  the  propriety  nor  the  import 
of  the  terms  parliamentary  law,  &c  ufed  not  as  denoting  a 
pat  ot  the  law  of  the  land,  but  what  was  oppofite  and  fupe- 
rior  to  the  law  of  the  land  :  and  why  ?  becaufe  he  could  not  fee 
a  medium  between  hw  and  volition.  Exclude  the  idea  of  ex- 
terna! phyfical  violence,  and  where  is  the  third  actuating  mo- 
tive of  human  conduct,  befides  law  and  will  ?  Gentlemen 
emed  to  him  to  have  law  in  their  words,  and  will  in  their 
meaning ;  to  talk  of  parliamentary  law,  and  reafon  about 
parliamentary,  power.  If  the  Houfe  was  to  be  bound  by  no 
hw,  let  gentlemen  fay  fo  plainly  :  he,  for  one,  would  never 
■  fait  to  ftich  a  doctrine,  becaufe  he  had  not  run  over  the 
many  precedents  which  the  Houfe  had  heard  fo  fully  enlarged 
on,  to  fhew  that  arbitrary  power  was  a  dangerous  engine, 
iod  might  be,  in  fact  had  often  been,  abufed,  even!  by  that 
Houfe,  in  the  cafes  of  impeachment;  nor  did  it  require  de- 
monftration  to  fhew,  that  as  man  was  ftill  made  of  the  fame 
materials,  power  might  be  abufed  again.  But  if  will  was  to 
be  the  rule,  it  was  much  better  to  have  it  open  than  difguifed, 
fcnd  it  was  much  better  to  difcard. precedents  at  once,  and  ap- 
t^tal  to  general  principles,  than  to  pick  and  twill  them  accord- 
ing 
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ing  to  inclination.  His  opinion,  however,  upon  this  quef- 
tion  was  built  on  thefe  two  principles — that  the  Houfe  wai 
bound  by  precedents — and  that  precedents  ought  to  have  au- 
thority according  to  their  dates.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Houfe  with  a  general  recapitulation  of  precedents,  but  ftate, 
in  as  concife  a  manner  as  he  could,  a  ftiort  point,  upon  which 
he  conceived  the  queftion  to  turn.  Indeed,  he  would  take 
the  liberty  to  fay,  that  in  moil  cafes  the  inveftigation  of  truth 
would  be  much  facilitated,  if  opponents  in  argument  (fatal 
clearly  and  determinately  the  points  upon  which  they  diffeied, 
and,  if  he  might  fay  fo,  came  to  clofe  quarters. 

In  1678  the  Houfe  of  Lords  laid  down  a  general  rata 
founded  upon  an  examination  of  precedents,  declaring  that  a" 
diflblution  of  Parliament  did  nor  affeft  an  impeachment.— / 
That  rule  was  in  force  until  1685,  when  upon  thefpurof 
the  occafion  the  Lords  reverfed  their  rule,  and  applied  tbt, 
new  one,  ex  poftfafio,  to  the  cafe  of  Lord  Danby. 

This  raft  rule  never  was  formally  reverfed,  and  regulated 
all  cafes  until  the  cafe  of  the  fame  Lord  Danby  when  DuW 
of  Leeds,  in  1701 ;  the  laft  cafe  of  impeachment  conclude^ 
for  the  di (agreement  of  the  Lords  and  Commons  prevente| 
any  decifion  upon  the  cafe  of  Lord  Oxford. 

The  Duke  of  Leeds  was  impeached  in  1695. — The  ii 
psacment  lay  over  from  non-profecution  by  the  Comim 
all  that  Parliament.  Anew  Parliament  met  in  1701,  ai 
the  impeachment  is  difrnifled  by  motion  in  the  Houfe 
Lords,  qn  account  of  non-profecution.  The  right  honour* 
able  the  Chancellor  rf  the  Exchequer  clealy  proved  that  thi 
difm  flion,  on  account  of  non-profecution,  implied  that  th 
impeachment  had  not,  ipfofafio,  abated  by  the  diflblution 
the  Parliament,  and  confequently  that 'this  decifion,  q\ 
its  ability,  operates  as  a  reverfal  of  the  laft  general  rule 

,68-S-  «m 

Now  the  hinge  upon  which  our  decifion,  in  my  humhl 

opinion,  ought  to  turn,  is  this : 

Is  this  laft  decifion  of  1^01  fufficient  to  overthrow  the  la 
rule  of  1685,  an<*  l^e  decifions  following  thereon  ? 

He  was  of  opinion  that  it  is;  and  confequently  that  til 
impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings  has  not  abated.  According! 
the  civil  law,  Regu'a  legem  non  faca,  fid  rem  quit  eft  en& 
rat — Sirhul  igitur  turn  in  all  quo  vitiota  eft  perdit  vfficuA 
fuum.  According  to  this  law,  therefore,  the  rule  id 
dependency  of  the  decifions,  is  of  no  force.  He  f# 
marked  that  he  was  not  intitled  to  fpeak  of  Englifi 
law,  but  from  what  he  had  heard,  he  underftood  in  th 
cafe  (which  indeed  hardlv  ever  occurs)  of  a  Suprein 
Ovirt  of  Judicature  reverfing  a  rule,  and  one  or  two  dec! 
rifious  by  a  fublequent  decifion,  that  henceforth  the  new  dq 

cifio* 
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ctfioQ  would  conftitute  the  law;  at  any  rate  that  it  ought  to 
biml  very  ftrongiy  a  fubfequent  cafe. 

Mr.  Grant  added,  he  was,  upon  the  whole,  inclined  to 
think  the  decifion  in  the  cafe  of  1701,  fufficient  to  authorifc 
a  return  to  the  rule  of  1673,  and  of  confequence  a  decifion 
that  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haft i rigs  has  not  abated.     He 
rcafoned  with  great  acutenefs  on  the  coincidence  of  this  cafe 
aod  former  precedents,  and  declared  that  he  fhould  devide 
with  the  right  honourable  mover  of  the  queft ion- 
Sir  Charles  Gould  truftcd  that  he  fhould  not,  at  any  period  Sir  Chirl. 
whatfoever,  fee  fuch  a  violation  of  the  law  of  Parliament  as  Gould. 
that  which  muft  as  inevitably  as  unfortunately  arife,  were  an 
hiffiDeachment  to  abate  upon  the  contingency  of  a  prorogation 
lOrdiflnlution.      If  judicial  proceedings  were  to  determine  up- 
ijcfi fuch  events,  the  Crown  could  interrupt   at   pleafure  the 
j'tfmrfe  of  ju  ft  See,  and  defeat  every  patriotic  effort  to  pun  1  ill 
"bte  delinquenta      1  he  power  of  impeachment  was  an  inhe- 
icnt  right  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ;  and  no  decifion  of  the 
'tifeof  Lords  could  either  queftion>  or  explain  it  away. 
Mr,  Altiford  remarked,  that  notwithftandirg  the  Jtrictures      Mr. 
fbe  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Burke)  it  muft  be  MufatJ. 
lowledged  that  the  country  had  been  much  indebted  to 
lawyers  for   the  happy  mixture  of  the   powers  fo  well 
fed  in  the  constitution,  and  from  which  it  derived  its  prin- 
il  beauty  and  excellence-     The  ri^bt  honourable  gentlc- 
t  fhould  recollect  Co  whom  the  prelervation  of  the  forms 
precedents  was  to  be  afcribed.     Mr.  Mitford  profefling  a 
attachment  to  the  conAitution,  obferved,  that  one  in- 
t  principle  in  it  wasf  that  the  Crown  commanded  the 
ivity  and  exertion  of  its  different  powers.     In  fupport  of 
s  poll t ion,  he  referred  to   the  general  admin iftration  of 
;ice;  and  inftanced  the  hardftiip  attending  the  difcontinu- 
e  or  revival  of  fuits   in  ordinary  Courts  of  judicature, 
ingi  that  there  were  always  days  appointed  for  putting  in 
earances.     The  fame  rule  of  Jaw  obtained  in  the  Parlia- 
fcnt;  by  the  King's  proclamation  a  iefiion  was  to  be  bolden 
toon  a  particular  day  ;  and  upon  the  authority  of  Lord  Coke 
fc*ery  feffion  is  a  new  Parliament;  and   that  new  bills  are 
Wozlly  brought  in.     There  was  a  great  difference  hetwren 
*r  ts  of  error  and  appeals,  in  his  opinion,  and   an  impeach- 
%tnu     Writs  of  error  and  appeals  were  regulated  by   tlie 
Hrt  and  cuAoms  of  the  realm,  modified  by  the  ufage  of 
'l&rliiment.      But  impeachment  was  always  governed  by  the 
&wof  Parliament  only.     Upon  a  diflblution,  impeachments 
fi  abate*  fince  a  perfon  impeached  is    put  without  a  day, 
that  con fequently   entitled  him   to   his  djfeharge.     The 
de  bad  110  power  to  revive  an  impeachment,  fince  it  was 
acknowledged  principle,  inherent  in  the  con  ft  i  tut  ion,  that 

the 
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the  Parliament  ftiould  die,  and  all  its  proceedings  determine 
with  its  etiftence.  He  would  have  oppofcd  every  refolutioa 
itijiatu  quo,  bad  judgement  been  demanded  by  the  laft  Par- 
liament sgainft  Mr.  Haftings;  becaufe  he  was  not  in  the 
Houfe  for  two  years  after  the  impeachment  had  been  profe- 
cuted,  and  therefore,  as  he  could  not  have  heard  the  whefc 
evidence,  he  could  not  in  confidence  vote  for  fuch  a  refola- 
tion.  Such  was  the  cafe  of  many  Members  in  the  preient 
Parliament ;  as  they  had  not  heard  of  the  evidences  they  muft* 
of  courfe,  be  fuppofed  ignorant  of  its  nature. 
Mr.  Mr.  Dundas  oblerved,  that  it  was  neceflary,  in  difcufing 

Dundat.  this  queftion,  to  confider,  in  the  firft  place,  what  was  die 
fort  of  Judicature  before  which  an   impeachment  was  to  k 
tried.    The  High  Court  of  Impeachment  was  compofed  el 
the  hereditary  branch  of  the  Legiflature— of  the  Lords  dl 
Parliament,  but  whole  authority  did  not  depend  on  the  fits 
ting  of  Parliament,  although  it  was  during  the  fitting  ef  ?m 
liament  that  tbey  exerciied  their  authority  in  judicial  f 
ceedings.     Like  the  Judges  between  term  and  term,  they 
not,  in  the  recefs,  exercife  their  functions,  but  tn  the 
cefs  their  futiQions  Were   not  extinguifhed.     The  m 
that  the  King  affixed  the  great  feal  to  the  patent  of  a 
the  dignity  and  all  the  privileges  and  functions  which  beJ 
to  it,  continued  to  the  perfon  during  his  natural  life,  wit: 
abatement,  and,   at  his  death,  descended  and  continued 
iiis  blood  without  change  or  diminution.    The  meeting 
Parliament  was  to  them,  therefore,  no  more  than  a 
and  direction  from  the  Crown  to  proceed  in  the  exercife 
their  privileges,    but  which  the  Crown  could  neither tJ 
away,  abridge,  nor  render  void.     Such,  aifo,  was  the  < 
of  the  Judges  in  impeachment.    What  was  the  cafe  of 
profecutors,  and  what  was  the  right  ?    The  profecutors  vfl 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,   of  whom  the  ComnM 
Houfe  of  Parliament  was  the  organ  and  instrument.    Up 
this  occasion,  he  would  not  recur  to  the  very  memorable 
•gument  of  hi«  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  an  argunu 
which  had  made  too  forcible  an  impreffion  on  the  mind 
every  gentleman  who   had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  it, 
prove  that  the  great  conitituent  body  of  the  people  of  El 
laud  pofTefTed  the  accufatory  right  of  impeachment  inceflafl 
—that  it  was  a  right  ntceffarily  and  phyfically  exrftingat 
times,  and  could  neither  be   taken  from  them,  nor  af 
by  any  change  which  they  might  make  in  their  agents  er 
tornies,  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  whom  tbey  chofe  to 
du6l  fuch   impeachment.     If,  therefore,  neither  the  J 
ture,   before  whom  the  matter  of  impeachment  was  ttf; 
tried,    nor  the  accufers  on  fuch  impeachment,  were 
•    .politically  or  phyfically  annihilated  .by  diflblutkm  J  if  it 
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true,  that  though  the  means  of  aflihg  were  for  a  time  fufpend- 
edy  the  right  remained,  it  followed,  that  every  judicial  pro- 
ceeding in  which  they  happened  to  be  engaged  before  fuch  a 
fufpenfion  took  place,  revived  on  their  meeting  again  in  the 
proper  capacity,  to' put  in  motion  their  inherent  rights  ;  and 
j;  that  during  every  fuch  interval  every  fuch  proceeding  mult 
leflill  depending  in  the  ftate  in  which  it  was  left.     In  order 
l  to  fliew  that  fuch  was  the  opinion  on  the  cafe  of  Lord  Dan- 
i  b?,  Mr.  Dundas  obferved,  that  the  Commons  were  fo  jealous 
;  w  all  interference  with  their  rights,  that  they  would  not  fuf- 
fcr  a  Lord  High  Steward  to  be  thought  neceflary  to  the  trial 
I  of  an  impeachment,  becaufe  it  might  give  to  the  Crown  the 
linearis  of  interfering  in  fuch  trial,  or  by  refuting  to  appoint  a 
■Lord  High  Steward,  to  prevent  it.     They  fuccefsfully  maiti- 
■bined  that  no  right  in  either  of  the  other  two  branches  of  the 
pUgiflature  fhould  interfere  with  their  right  of  impeachment; 
f Joch  was  their  fenfibility  on  the  occaiion,  that  they  would 
■it*  fuffer  either  the  Crown  or  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  touch 
Ujjheir  folemn  privilege.     If  he  had  fuccecded  in  proving  this 
I  jpjouff  to  have  been  an  active  principle  of  the  Houfe,  furely 
■hey  would  not  now  entertain  the  proportion  thai  they  fhould 
■car  to  the  Lords'  jo urnals,  to  enquire  whether  they  ought 
Hr ought  not  to  exercife  this  right.     The  right  which  they 
jhiifuutahly  enjoyed  as  a  fundamental  privilege,  it  was  eiTen- 
Brf  that  they  fhould  enjoy  fubftantislly  and  effectually*- that 
Sky  mould    have  the  means  of  protecting  and  fecuring  the 
Beneficial  exercife  of  it.     Now,  this  they  could  not  enjoy* 
Jp  the  Crown,  by  the  exercife  of  one  of  its  prerogatives5  could 
[fleftroy  and  annihilate  the  proceeding  on  the  right.     It  was 
{vrioufj  that  the  fubject  of  their  impeachment  was  likely  to 
Me  a  perfon  in  high  power  and  office.     He  might  be  the  very 
Berfon  whofe  duty  it  was  to  advife   the  King  in  the  exercife 
If  this  very  prerogative  of  dlffolution.     And  thus,   by  this 
Purine,  the  very  eflence  of  impeachment  might  bedeftroyed* 
Md  a  bad   Minifter  protected  againfi  ail   the    powers  of  the 
HfcopTe.     This  was  inconfiAent  nut  only  with  common  fenfe 
Md  realon,  hut  with  the  caufe  and   practice  of  Parliament* 
Ppon  which  fo  much  ftrefs  had   been  laid.     Much  obloquy 
Ipbten  thrown  on  the  proceedings  of  the  long  Parliament, 
■though  to  the  wifdom  and  bravery  of  that  Houfe  of  Com - 
Ikos  me  were  indebted,  as  an  honourable  and  learned  Mem- 
Br  (Mr.  Adam)  had  truly  faid,  on  a  termer  night,  tor  the 
*prm  ar.d  irrd  of  a]  mo  A  all  the   valuable   privilege*  we  now 
ftjoycd.     To  that  Houfe  we  owed  rhe  Habeas  Corpus   ;uvr. 
Bo  that  Houfe  we    were  indebted    for  the   wholdbme  doc- 
[■irtc  that  a  pardon  w  as  not  pleadable    to  an   impeachment; 
■fed  many  orher  conftitutioiial  points,  as  well  as   the  \?reat 
■Brine  of  t!ie  continuance  of  impeachments,     Inftead  of  ob- 
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loquy,  they  fhould  be  viewed  with  reverence  as  the  cham- 
pions of  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  as  monuments  to  pof- 
terity  of  the  great  advantages  to  be  gained  by  manly  perfe- 
verance,  and  vigorous  confiflency. 

If,  infteadof  the  length  of  the  trial  of  Mr.   Haftings,  it 
had  begun  in  May  laft,  what  would  be  the  argument  from 
diflblution  that  immediately  followed  ?  Grant  the  principle, 
that  a  diflblution  puts  an  end  to  an  impeachment,  and  it  may 
be  quaflied  in  the  fir  ft  month  as  well  as  in  the  third  year.    In 
like  manner,  he  equally  reprobated  all  allufions  to  the  con- 
duel  of  the  trial,  and  to  the  condudl  of  the  Managers.  Thej 
were  unreafonable  and  irrelevant.     If  gentlemen  found  fault 
with  the  length  of  Mr.  Haftings's  trial,  or  with  the  manner; 
in  which  it  had  been  conducled  ;  and  if  there  were  any  dif-' 
ferences  of  opinion  on  thefe  fubjedts,  there  would  Ihortly  arifei 
a  fit  feafon  and  a  proper  queftion  for  their  difcuffion.  j 

Mr.  Dundas  remarked,  that  it  ft  ruck  his  mind  as  a  mafti 
Angular  circumftance,  that  when  their  own  journals  wertl 
pure,  and  fpotlefs  of  any  opinion,  much  lefs  any  inftancew 
denial^  they  fhould  refer  to  the  journals  of  the  Houfe  < 
Lords,  to  learn  what  were  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  < 
Common*.  It  was  a  memorable  and  a  pleafant  refleQio 
that  there  was  not  one  fingle  diftum  on  the  journals  of  th 
Houfe  of  Commons  againft  the  doclrine,  nor  even  a  furmifi 
and  why  they  fliould  give  up  their  own  books,  and  flyt 
others  ror  a  knowledge  of  their  own  rights,  he  was  utterrjj 
unable  to  account.  What  was  the  popular  argument 
vanced  for  the  whole  mart  of  impeachments  ?  That  the  < 
dence  could  not  be  known  to  theaccufers  perfonally,  andth 
they  muft  truft  to  written  minutes,  of  the  truth  ofwhid 
they  were  uncertain  ;  and  a  fine  fentimental  allufion  had  I 
made,  that  a  feather  from  a  fparrow's  tail  ihould  not  b< 
plucked,  without  evidence  to  juftify  in  confcience  the  punifll 
nient.  Mr.  Dundas  begged  leave  to  oppofe  "  plain  praflica 
fenfe  to  any  theoretical  thing  of  another  dcfcription."  Whal 
was  all  this  appeal  to  the  heart  on  the  duty  of  hearing  era 
dence  viav  voce,  inftead  of  reading  it  when  truly  written! 
Was  it  to  bfe  eftahlifhed  as  a  principle,  that  to  the  pure  admi-j 
niftration  of  juftice,  memory  muft  alone  aflift  the  judgement 
unrefrefhed  by  minutes  ?  If  an  impeachment  fliould  laftfr" 
ven  years,  that  is,  during  tbe  whole  of  the  poiTible  lengthof 
a  Parliament,  the  memory  muft  hold  out,  as  they  could  not 
confcientioufly  demand  judgement,  if  their  recollection  was 
afiifted  by  referring  to  the  notes  that  had  b<*err  taken  ;  and  ui* 
lefs  he  were  to  poflHs  a  memory  of  this  n-tttntlve  kind,  ta 
was  to  he  deprived  of  all  exercifes  of  his  judgement.  If  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  had  the  right  of  impeaching,  they  mui 
alfo  liave  the  right   of  biinging  it   to  ejftedtual  iffue.    Why 
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(hould  they  who  had  only  to  make  up  their  minds  on  the  evi- 
dence to  juftify  them  in  demanding  judgement,  require  more 
preoife  means  of  knowledge  than  the  noble  Lords  who  had  to 
give  judgement.     Why   fet  up  a  wild  theory  againft  plain 
fcnfe?  1  he  Houfe  of  Lords  have  directed  the  evidence  to  be 
taken  down  in  writing,  and  to  be  printed,  and  why  not  refer 
to  it  as  the  means  of  affifting  the  memory  }  If  they  were  not 
-to judge  on  written  evidence,  in  what  a  predicament  did  they 
place  the  Sovereign  ?  To  him,  both  in   the  exercife  of  his 
matt  plenfant  and  gracious  prerogative,  that  of  mercy,  as  well 
jsin  that  of  his  mod  afflicting  duty,  the  enforcing  the  execu- 
<tom  ofjuftice,  the  chief  Magiftrate  of  the  kingdom  had  only 
•rirftt  heji  fay-evidence  to  truft  to.     His  Majefty  could  only 
jwlge  from  what  he  read,  or  from  what  he  was  told ;  and 
jttk  was  never  imagined,  much  lefs  imputed  to  the  exercife 
if  thefe  Royal  prerogatives,  that  the  King's  judgement  had 
Jeenledby  defective  evidence.     This  mult  be  admitted,  un- 
J  fcii  ic  (hould  be  ftated  that  His  Majefty  was  always  to  be 
j Ctafidtred  as  prefent  in  every  Court,  and  as  matter  of  every 
mt  oFthe  evidence*     The  fiction  of  the  Courts  below  would 
lirdly  be  introduced  into  that  Houfe  ;  although  to   the  fic- 
pniof  the  Courts  below,  and  technical  analogies,  without 
*ftmbla«ce  or  fpirit,  had  fo  much  reference  been  made.  On 
jtfcu occaiion,  he  muft  beg  leave  to  afk  his  learned  friends,  if 
n  did  not  occur  to  them,  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  three  years, 
j that  1  diJToJution  cf  Parliament   would   happen)    And  were 
whey  fa  little  folicitousof  public  jullice,  as  to  mention  their 
Mutations  ^n  the  cafe  in  time   to  have  provided  a  remedy  ? 
Was  there  no  period  for  doubt  but  the   prefent  urgent  1110- 
fccntj  *hen  the  Houfe  was  reduced  to  complicate  the  quef- 
jtjwi  of  privilege  with  the  perfpnal  queftion  of  Mr.  Haftings  ? 
■tt  the  que  ft  ion  of  privilege  was  too  important   to  admit  of 
ply  mixture ;  and  he  was  folemnly  of  opinion,  that  the  deareft 
gkhfs,  not  only  of  the  Comm-ns  of  England,  but  of  the 
fiipire,  required  that  it  fhould  be  now  clearly  and  finally 
fettled,  thai  adiflblutionof  Parliament  did  not  annihilate  an 
Bttpeacliipent.  4 

f  $h  Jvhn  Scott  wifhed  to  have   it  afcertained  whether  the  Sir  John 
twcrd  impending  meant  depending  in  Jiatu  quo  ?     To  come  Scott, 
JJ»tbc  knowledge  of  this  fait,  he  had  afked  a  queftion  on  a 
brmer  night,  but  had  not  had  the  good  fortune  of  a  precift 
Hfwer.     If  the  queftion  meant  that   it  was,  depending  in 
|fcf*^f  he  (hould  not  hefitate  to  declare  that  it   outraged 
p*ry  idea  he  had  of  judicial  proceeding. 
I   But  fo  far  from  its  being  a  propofition,  the  maintenance 
f  which  was  effential  to  the  privileges  of  the  Commons  of 
inglind,  it  was  a  doclrine  that  militated  againft  their  pri- 
*i*^pi.    They  gave  up  their  privileges  in  giving  up  the 
Nn  a  point 
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point  of  abatement,  fi nee  one  of  the  moft  effential  privileges 
of  the  people  was  fecurity  and  protection  againft  the  inde- 
finite trial ;  the  protracted  and  tedious  trial  to  which  the 
doctrine  of  non-abatement  led.     It  was  his  clear  and  decided 
opinion,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  make  up  his  mind  on 
the  fubject  from  the  authorities  he  had  confulted,  froift  what 
he  had  heard,  and  from  the  ftretch  of  his  owii  reafoniog 
faculties,  that  it  was  not  only  abated  as  to  the  Ji at u  quo,  but 
abated  with  refpeft  to  the  record  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords* 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  afked  if  ttaj 
Houfe  defired  to  have  better  means  of  judgement  than  ths 
'Sovereign,  who  exercifed  his  prerogative  of  pardon  on  writ-; 
ten  or  on  hearfay  evidence.     Was  then  the  royal  clemencf 
to  be  fubjeft  to  the  fame  ftrifl  rules  of  evidence  as  a" court! 
fitting  in  judgement  ?  Surely  not.     In  either  of  the  cafes  ttfa 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  alluded;  the  Sovereign 
had  to  execute  his  prerogative  on   perfous  duly  tried  anj 
convicted  by  their  peers.      In  that  conviction,  or  in  thettS 
going  up  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Peers  to  demand  judgj 
ment  on  a  perfon  whom  they  had  impeached,  it  require 
that  their  opinions  fhould  be  guided  by  the  moft  rigoroo 
rules  of  evidence.     It  could  not   furely  be  imagined  tha 
the  laft  Houfe  of  Commons  could  bind  the  prefent  by  an 
one  of  its  refolutions.     If  it  had  the  right  to  do  fo,  it  muJ 
have  alfo  the  means — it  could  not ;  nor  could  a  blade  € 
grafs,  the  property  of  any  gentleman   of  landed  property 
nor  the  fmalleft  coin,  the  property  of  any  monied  man,  b 
touched  by  any  refolution  of  that  Hpuje;  then   how  coui 
a  refolution  of  the  Houfe  hold  a  fubjecT:  of  this  couni 
bound  to  anfwer  from  year  to  year?  The  right  honourabl 
gentleman  faid,  fhall  a  Minifter  aclvife  the.  King  to  diffor- 
the   Parliament,  Uiat  he  might  free  himfelf  from  .an  ii 
peachment  ?     He   would  antwer,    that    perhaps   the  Ki 
might  be  properly  advifed  to  diftolve  the  Parliament,  ' 
the   purpofe  of  feeing  whether  the  impeachment  they 
,        brought  was  countenanced  bv  the  people.     Precedents,  wl 
,  militating  againft  truth   and  juilice,  were   to   be  receiv( 

with  jealoufy.  But  they  were  always  to  be  confiderea 
moft  attentively,  becaufe  if  they  had,  by  their  uniformity 
conftituted  a  rule  of  law,  it  was  wife  and  prudent  that  thqj 
fhould  not  l>e  rafhly  departed  from.  Did  he  defire  too  mod 
in  requefting  time  to  be  able  to  fearch  for  the  true  rule  d 
law  in  the  concurring  precedents  on  this  cafe?  He  had  prf| 
ceJents  uniform  and  concurring  to  the  fupport  of  his  argtt^ 
ments,  except  in  rhe  folitary  in  fiance  of  1678.  If  he  wal 
wrong  in  drawing  the  conclusions  which  he  did  from  thec^j 
he  could  not  help  it,  he  had  done  it  to  the  beft  of  his judgfcj 
ment;  and  now  he  came  to  confider  the  queftion  in  a  roort 

important 
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important  point  of  view,  in  pure  reafon  abftrafledlv  from 

all  precedent.     If  the  precedents  were  abfurd,  yet  if  they 

had  made  a  rule  of  law,  and  that  rule  of  law  was  eft  ab  limed 

and  onderftood,  it  was  of  more  confequence  that  this  rule  of 

law  fhoold  be  a£red  upon,  than  that  this  impeachment  (hould 

fce  continued  upon  any  abftradt  principle  of  theoretic  bene- 

ir.    Let  the  rule  be  folemnly  altered  by  an  aft  of  the  Le- 

giflature,    and  do  not  let  us  abet  a  fide-wind  proceeding 

^inft  the  rule  fo  eftablilhed.     The  continuance  of  the  im* 

jeachment  was  farther  illegal,  in  his  mind,  becaufe  it  was 

tot  before  the  law  Judges,  nor  profecuted  by  the  fame  ac- 

afer  as  at  the  outfet.     The  integrity  of  the  caufe  was  vio- 

ited,  and  he  contended  that   it  was  an  invariable  rule  in 

tminal  jurisprudence,   that  the  judges  and  the  accufers 

[ftould  be  the  fame  throughout.     He  mentioned  the  inftance 

lift  quoted  by  Mr.  Erfkine  from  Lord  Coke,  of  a  man 

who  pleaded  to  a  new  indictment  in  bar  of  their  proceeding, 

ttaT  he  had  been  convi&ed  before,  and  that  he  held  in  his 

land  the  verdifl,  upon  which,  however,  judgement  could 

cot  be  palled  on  him,  becaufe  the  Judges   were  changed. 

He  !efired  to  know,  whether  in  the  cafe  of  Earl  Ferrers,  if 

a  6 flotation  had  taken  place,  it  might  not  have  been  pleaded 

in  bar  to  judgement  ?     He  averred  that  the  Ciown  ought  to 

jpave  the  right  of  diflblving,  for  the  purpofe  of  abating  im- 

^icbments,   to  fee  the  fenfe  of  the  people.     And  if  the 

fccond  Houfe  of  Commons  (hould  think   fit  to  revive  the 

dirges,  they  fhould  fee  the  whole  cafe,  or  otherwife  they 

Icaald  not  confeientioufly  make  up  their  minds  upon  the 
Irifrjefi.  It  greatly  excited  his  furprife,  when  he  heard  his 
pjiu  honourable  and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  obferve, 
tfiat  the  Lords  having  appointed  minutes  to  be  taken,  fur- 
flifiuJ  thereby  good  evidence  for  the  new  Houfe.  He  de- 
nied that  fa6t.  The  demeanour  of  witnefles  went  a  con- 
fiderable  way  in  determining  what  degree  of  credit  was  to  be 
gffcn.to  their  evidence.  1  he  reference  that  had  been  made 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery  was  idle,  becaufe  in  civil  caufes 
the  rigour  of  evidence  was  non fenfe  in  comparifon  of  what 
■  was  in  criminal  procedure.  He  wifhed  for  delay,  to 
know  in  what  cafes  the  Houi'e  of  Commons  were  bound  Itfy 
tht  refolutions  of  a  former  Hoi'fe.  He  confeffed  he  knew 
no  one  cafe.  Not  even  in  laying  of  taxes,  although  they 
■M  the  purfe  firings  of  the  nation,  would  they  think  them- 
fcWe$  bound  to  take  up  what  the  former  Houfe  had  done, 
at  a  rule  to  them. 
Sir  John  concluded  with  referring  to  a  paffage  in  Mr, 
irke\  fpeechs  in  which  he  had  termed  the  abatement  of  an 
peachroent  by  a  diifblution,  a  nefarious  proportion.  The 
was  harih,  and,  he  trufied,  undeferved.     The   right 

honour- 
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honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  both  his  natural  and 
political  life  were  nearly  at  a  clofe.     The  period  of  his  roh 
tural  life,  he  alone  could  affign  in  whofe  hands  were  the 
fountains  of  life;  but  his  constitutional  opinions  were  re- 
corded, his  political  life  would  be  coeval  with  the  Britiih 
conftitution,  which  he  had  fo  ably  defended;  and  he  fhould", 
be  forry,  indeed,  were  any  opinion  of  his  to  go  down  toj 
pofterity  ftigmatifed  with  the  application  of  the  term  n£&^ 
rious  from  fuch  an  authority*  j 

Mr.Burke      Mr.  Burke  anfwered,  that  he  had  applied  the  epithet  ne-j 
farious  to  the  propofition,  that  an  impeachment  abated  by  Jt] 
diffolution  of  Parliament  meant  to  imply  that  which  ougi 
not  to  be  fpoken,  fomething  of  ill  omen  to  the  conftitutit 
which   he  would  not  anticipate.     As  to  any  perfonal  appli< 
cation,  it  was  impoffible  that  fuch  a  conftrucYion  could  " 
put  upon  it. 

Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  faid,   that  after  the  queftion  had  been  fo  fully 

bated,  the  Committee  could  not  be  expected  to  liften  witl 
much  patience  to  any  additional  arguments  upon  it.    Th 
conftitutional  principle  had  been  fo  ably  and  fo  eloquentlj 
fupported  on  precedent,  analogy,  and  reafon;   the  fallacies 
urged  againft  it,  fo  completely  expofed,  and  the  arguments  (i 
fully  confuted,  that  he  was  afraid  to  fay  any  thing  furthj 
upon  itj  would  have  more  the  appearance  of  perfonal  vanitjj 
than  of  a  defire  to  convince.     He  fhould,  therefore,  have  be* 
contented  to  leave  it  where  it  flood ;  hut  that  having  befll 
always  zealous  in  fupporting  the  privileges  of  the  Common^ 
and,  on  fome  occafions,  contrary  to  the  opinions  of  thofi 
with  whom   he  n<rreed  on  other  points,  he  thought  it  hi 
duty  to  give  fomething  more  than  a  filent  vote  in  fupport  d 
a  queftion,  in  the  fate  of  whi  h  all  their  privileges  were  n 
yolvfcd.     The  queftion  was,  invleed,  of  great  importance,  f 
fuch   importance,  as  he  defied   human   wit,   or  human  el 
que  nee  to  exaggerate — no  lefs  than  whether  the  conititutii 
of  the  country  was  a  free  conftitution,  under  which  every  a 
of  government  was  fubjedl  to  enquiry,  and  accompanied  wii 
refponfibility;  or,  whether- power  might  be  exercifed  withotf 
controul,  and  without   any   national  inqueft  to  take  cognn 
zance  of  its  abufe.     Thofe  who  difputed  the  right  of  th* 
Commons  to  proceed  on  an  impeachment  after  a  diffblutioiW 
bad  argued  from  a  repetition  of  the  fame  precedents,  firft  refer- 
red to,  and  very  ably  commented  upon  by  the  honourable  an^ 
learned  gentleman  who  firft  oppofed  an  immediate  decifion.  A* 
the  arguments  on  thole  precedents  had  been  anfwered  wit^ 
fo   much  aMIity  by    the  right  honourable    gentlemen  ovetf 
againft  him  (Mr.  Pitt)  ns  to  render  any  other  ani\rer  unnecet* 
fary.     Of  this,  thof<j  who  contendrd  that  the  Commons  had 
no  fuch  right,  feemed  to  have  been  aware.     They  appeared 

to 
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to  bare  (aid  to  themfelves,  "  the  firft  fpeech  on  the  prece- 
dents contained  all  that  can  be  urged  with  any  plaufibility. 
That  fpeech  has  been  fo  fully,  lb  irrefiilihly  anfwered,  that    - 
ill  **e  can  now  do,  is,  to  weaken  the  imprefhoo  of  theanfwer 
:  fcy  repetition ;  if  we  cannot  convince,  we  may  yet  confound." 
I  Repetition  was  accordingly  tried.      Qrher  learned  gentlemen 
Ibadarikn,  and,  inftead  of  taking  new  ground,  had  gone  over 
Idle  fame  precedents,  built  on  them  the  fame  arguments,  and 
reduced  the  fame  conclufions,  in  hopes,  no  doubt,  that  the 
Second  anfwer  would  be  lefs  able  than  the  firft.     In  this, 
lowever,  they  had  been  difappointed,  for  a  fecond  anfwer  by 
pother  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  as 
■Wipletelv  demolifhed  the  repetition,  as  the  firft  overturned 
the  original  arguments.       Another  attempt,  hpwever3   was 
fcfe    The    routed     precedents     were    again     rallied,    and 
pNgnt  into   the   field   Uy   another  learned    gentleman   (Sir 
lohn  Scott)  who  dec  bred  that  he  could  not  confcientioufly 
hie  that  an  impeachment,  after  a  diflolution  remained  \v\jlaiu 
ip,  unlefs  he  was  firft  fatUfied  that  fuel  a  principle  was  agree- 
■le  to  the  practice  of  the  Courts  below.     This  third  at- 
fcpt,  he  feared,  would  be  too  fucceftful,  iiiafinuch.  as  the  an* 
Mtr  which   he  ihould  give  would  be   much  lets  able  than 
Her  of  the  preceding,     It  was  not  his  intention  to  dwell 
mch  on  the  precedents  which  had  been  fo  repeated! v  and  fo 
my  diicufieii  ;  but  to  reft  his  argument  on  the  general  prin- 
He,  thai  whatever  was  incontinent  with,  or  fubverfive  of  a 
fle  c^nftirution,   could  make  no  part  of  the  law  under  that 
BAitution,     On  the  precedents,  however,  the  learned  gen- 
■pan  who  preceded  him,  had  brought  only  one  new  autho- 
1.  the  authority  of  Lord  Dauby  en  the  flare  of  his  own 
Beachment,  an  authority  jnft  as  good  as  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
HBmg*  would  be  on  the  quell  ion  before  the  Ho  life,  and  of 
■left  the  learned  gentleman  was  welcome  to  the  full  value. 
Be  c fear  and   exprefs  rciolution  of  ifrjBj  adopted  on  the 
Ho  analogy  of  other  judicial  proceedings  in  Parliament,  on 
■puj  fearch   of  precedents  and  mature  deliberation,    that 
Iplution  on   which  Lord  Stafford  had  heen  tried,  convicted, 

■  executed,  had  heen  arraigned  as  an  arbitrary  resolution, 
Be  in  bad  times  to  (erve  a  particular  purpofe,  and  contrary 
Elbe  former  prafitce  of  Parliament,  The-  peculiar  hard- 
■s  of  .Lord  St^ffbid's  cafe  had  alio  been  pathetically  in- 
afed  upon,   as  if  any  hardfhipor  informality  in  a  pauicuhir 

■  would  affect  the  general  principle, 

■per  ivhar  had  heen  ft.)  red  wilh  fo  much  precifion,  and  fo 
fih  truth  of  the  times  of  Charles  II,  it  would  not  agiia 
Won  tended  that  they  were  had  times  in  parliament  arv 
K  or  t hat  any  precedent  derived  from  them  was  to  he  lul- 
ped  merely  on  thai  account.  The  f*&  was,  that  the  times, 
I  in 
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in  a  conftitutional  point  of  view,  were  good.    All  that  cooM 
be  charged  upon  them  was  their  credulity:     The  people,  hat- 
rafled  and  alarmed  by  repeated  attempts  on  their  liberty, 
were,  perhaps,  too  readv  to  liften  to  thofe  who  wifhed  to 
take  advantage  of  their  fear*  ;  bat  while  fome  of  their  ads*  i 
viewed  coolly,  and  at  a  diftance,  might  be  blameable,  the.] 
principle  on  which  they  acted  was  good.     The  condemn**] 
tion  of  Lord  Stafford,  viewed,  as  we  were  now  enabled 
view  it,  diverted  of  fear  and  credulity,  and  convinced 
Oates  and  Bedloe,  the  principal  witnefles  again  ft  him,  m 
impoftors,  we  muft  naturally  lament.  But  every  man  who' 
perufed  the  printed  account  of  his  trial,  muft  admit  that 
was  perfectly  regular  in  point  of  form,  and  that  the  verdi 
of  his  Peers,  believing,  as  they  did,  the  evidence  of  OaQ 
and  Bedloe,  was  a  juft  verdi S,  and  fuch  as  they  were  boud 
in  confcience  to  pronounce.     In  thofe  times,  which  wa 
reprobated  as  incapable  of  affording  a  precedent  fit  to  be  fc 
lowed,  every  queftion  neceffary  to  flop  an  impeachment,  by  tl 
exercife  of  the  King's  prerogative  had  been  tried,  and  all  hi 
been  baffled  by  the  vigorous  and  conftitutional  exertions i 
the  Commons,  and  ever  fince  completely  fettled.     The  Kid 
firft  tried  to  flop  the  impeachment  by  refuting  to  appoint 
Lord  High  Steward.     The  Commons  contefted  the  poiii 
agitated  it  with  the  Lords,  and  it  ended  in  fettling  thecoma) 
fion  of  a  Lord  High  Steward,  by  infer  ting  words  which  ha) 
ever  fince  flood  in  the  commiflion,  and  which  make  the  La 
High  Steward  not  a  neceflnry  part  of  the  Court  of  the  Ho| 
of  Lords.     Thus  the  Commons,  without  an  a&  of  Pari 
ment,  eflablifhed  that  the  King  could  not  flop  an  impeac 
ment  by  refufing  to  appoint  a  Lord  High  Steward,  been 
that  office  was  determined  to  be  unnecefiary.     The  Ki 
next  tried  to  flop  the  impeachment  by  granting  a  pardon: 
Lord  Danby.     But  here  again  the  prerogative  of  the  Ki 
was  routed  by  the  privileges  of  the  Commons.    He  woi 
not  difcufs  the  point  in  conference ;  it  was  too  clear;  the  L<M 
difallowed  the  pardon  as  a  plea  in  bar,  and  fuch  a  meaft 
had  never  fince  heen  attempted. 

Difap  pointed  in  all  thefe  means  of  faving  Lord  Danby  I 
King  refolved  to  diffolve  the  Parliament.  Here  again  he  « 
foiled ;  the  new  Houfe  of  Commons  took  the  bufinefs  I 
with  the  fpirit  of  the  former,  and  arguing  on  the  true  prinC 
pies  of  the  conftitution,  they  enforced  upon  the  foundeftdfl 
trine  and  cleared  precedents,  that  notwithftanding  diflblutH 
an  impeachment  remained  in  Jiatu  quo  to  be  proceeded  on 
the  new  Parliament.  The  guilt  of  Lord  Danhy  was,  perhaps* 
much  the  guilt  of  the  King  as  his  own.  The  King  hade 
ployed  his  favourite  to  fell  the  interefls  of  his  people  to  a 
reign  power,  and  to  barter  away  the  dignity  of  his  CnH 
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lor  a  difgriceful  penfion  to  himfelf.      Bejng  fo  implicated  in 

th* crime,  he  was  naturally  anxious  to  protect  the  inftrument 

of  it,  and  for  that  purpofe  reforted  to  every  epercife  of  his 

I  pfero^nivt  which  the  advice  of  his  Minifter  or  his  own  in- 

;  genoity  could  fuggefi. *   Of  every  one  of  his  meafures  on  that 

^tccafon,  they  had  a  dirt  &  parliamentay  condemnation.  When 

*4errfufed  to  appoint  a  Lord  Steward,  the.  appointment  was 

pronounced  unneceflary  — When  he  diflblved  the  Parliament,,  l 

^ftwas  declared  that  an  impeachment  did  not  abate  by  a  diflb- 

kkrion.     For  tuna' e  it  was  for  the  country,  fortunate  for  pof- 

gtfitv,  that  the  King  had  had  recourfe  10  thofe  manoeuvres, 

fewufe  it  had  been  the  means  of  eftahlifhing  beyond  a  doubt* 

kat  no  fhift  or  evafion,  no  abufe  of  prerogative,  no  collufion 

fctween  the  Crown  and  the  criminal,  could  defeat  an  im- 

»chment  by  the  Commons.. 

The  refolution  of  1678  did  not  make,  the  law,  but  de-. 
arrd  what  the  law  was  before,  and  it  was  illuftrated  and 
ftnhnnfd  by  the  proceedings  of  1690.  He  was  aflonilhed 
'it the  learned  gentleman  fhould  have  feized  on  the  prece- 
pt ot  1690,  wiih  fo  much  eagernefs,  after  the  inference  he 
fcmpred  to  draw  from  it  lvd  been  fo  completely  demoliihed 
thole  who  fuoke  before  him  ;  and  admitting  the  inference, 
twjs  before  the  hw  of  Parliament  that  an  impeachment  did 
abate  by  a  diflbiution,  the  liditary  precedent  of  the  Duke 
UBNtteotlid  not  .alter  it,  On  the  times  in  which  the  re- 
gion of  1 6^8  was  made,  the  opinion  of  men  who  fpoke  of 
B  without  reference  10  3ny  particular  cjuefiion,  but  on  a 
eraf  view  of  our  hiftory  and  confutation,  would  far  out- 
jh  all  that  had  been  faid  as  applicable  to  the  prefent  cafeP 
|»e  Btockfione,  whofe  opinion  was  juflly  in  high  tfteem, 
fuci,  that  the  Parliament  known  by  the  name  of  the 
g  Parliament  of  Charlie  the  Second  was  defer viug  of  the 
*ft  praite  in  a  conflitutional  view.  In  the  body  of  his 
kf  he  enumerates  mmy  different  regulations  which 
6  llse  work  of  that  Parliament,  and  fa jS  thnt  they  demon- 
txhh  truth,  "  that  the  conftilution  of  England  had  ar- 
red  to  its  full  vigour,  and  the  true  balance  between  liberty 
rf  prerogative  was  happily  eflahlifhed  by  hwf  in  the  reign 
Kir%  Charles  the  Second.*1  And  in  a  note  on  that  pal- 
ftot  faysT  **  The  point  o^  time,  at  which  I  would  chufe 
fci  this  thnrttUalpeift&ioQ  of  our  public  law,  is  the  year 
|o  ;  after  the  habeas  corpus  a£t  was  palled,  and  that  for  li- 
ning the  pre (5  had  expired,  though  the  years  which  im  me- 
rely followed  it  were  times  of  great  prafthaL  oppreflion.™ 
n  he  granted  Lord  Danby  a  pardon,  it  was  determined 
the  King's  pardon  was  not  pleadable  in  bar  of  an  im- 
minent. The  order  of  1678*  declaring  the  law  of  Par- 
ing iras  therefore  entitled  to  as  much  refpe£k  as  any 
*U  XXVIII.  O"  o  other 
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other  a&  of  tbofe  great  men  who  had  done  fo  much  for  ^ 
confirmation  of  onr  liberties.  On  this  point  the  opinion  of 
Judge  Forfter,  which  no  roan  would  treat  as  a  light  autho- 
rity, alfo  concurred.  He  declared  expreflly  that  in  1690,  the 
Lords  Peterborough  and  Salifbury  were  difcharged  under  the 
general  pardon,  and  not  becaufe  the  impeachment  ptefeni  * 
againft  them  abated  by  a  di Ablution  of  Parliament;  21 
added  that  it  would  be  harfh  to  fay,  that  after  a  profecurii 
was  begun  the  High  Court  of  Parliament  ihould  not  be  able 
proceed  to  judgement,  the  end  of  all  profecution,  without  ft 
piemen ta I  powers  from  the  Crown.  Harfh,  indeed,  it  won 
be,  and  ruinous  to  every  principle  of  con  flit  utional  chtf 
and  control  by  the  Commons. 

In  fettling  every  conlefted  point  of  law,   he  would  t 
look  to  ufage  and  then  to  reafon.     There  was  a  great  diflfl 
tion  between  the  ordinary  law  in  the  common  courts  of  ji 
tice  and  the  constitutional  law.     For  the  former  he  wc$ 
look  to  ufage,  where  that  could  dire&  hirn;  but  or  the  lad 
he  would  look  to  reafon. in  preference  to  nfage,  and  fort 
reafon :    in  ordinary  cafes  certainty  was  of  more  value  tk 
foundnefs  of  principle,  but  in  conititotional  law  fowidnefr 
principle  was  every  thing.     Certainty  of  ufage,  on  a  conft 
tional  point,  if  that  certainty  was  againft  him,  ferved  onl] 
increafe  his  defpair,  and  to  drive  him  to  the  1  aft  defperate 
medy  for  defperate  cafes.     The  law  of  impeachment  wa* 
to  be  colledled  from  the  ufage  of  the  courts  of  jaftice-* 
whom  was  it  meant  to  controul?  He  ihould  be  told,  rod 
high  ftations  who  might  commit  crimes  that  the  com 
law  could  not  reach  ;  but  he  ihould  anfwer,  firft  and  pr 
pally,  the  Courts  of  Juftice  themfelves.     Let  the  poiW 
impeachment  be  rendered  nugatory,  and  what  fecority 
there  for  the  integrity  of  Judges,  and  the  pure  adminiftri 
of  juftice?    ghfh  cujiodiat  ipfos  cujlodis  f  Were  it  to  be 
verned  by  abturd  or  iniquitous  rules  of  pra£tice\  what  3 
could  it  correft  ?  He  would  not  imagine  extraordinary  t 
of  enormity  in  Judges,  although  their  refponfibility  by 
peachment  was  the  fureft  pledge  for  their  integrity.     But; 
pofe  them  fo  devoted  to  the  Crown  as  to  give  fuch  a  ded 
as  had  been  given  in  the  cafe  of  Ship-Money.     Suppofe  4 
as  in  the  rergn  of  Charles  II.  fo  pliant  to  the  prevailing  ( 
of  the  day,  as  to  hang  Whigs  one  day  and  Tories  and 
under  form  and  colour  of  law,  what  remedy  was  left  if  tl 
impeachment  did  not  apply  ?  Were  a  Judge  even  to  aits 
that  enormous  pitch  of  arbitrary  wickednefs,  as  to  of 
man  to  punifhment  who  had  been  acquitted  by  a  Jury»t 
was  no  mode  of  proceeding  againft  him  but  by  impeacbU 
When  he  confidered  all  this,  ne  could  not  but  lament  « 
gentlemen  of  the  profeffion  *f  the  law  in  that  Houfe,  1 
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fame  very  honourable  exceptions,  indeed,  a&ing,  as  it  were, 
.  wider  sin  tfprit  du  corps,  forming  themfelves  into  a  fort  of 
phalanx  to  let  up  the  law  of  the  ordinary  Courts  of  Juilice,  as 
paramount  to  the  law  of  Parliament,  as  if  they  intended, 
jprhat  had  bee,n  charged  on  the  Parliament  of  Paris,  to  ere& 
fan  intermediate  Republic  between  the  King  and  the  People, 
J  to  embarrafs  the  one,  and  domineer  over  the  other.      With 
regard  to  the  force  of  precedents  on  conftitutional  points   had 
the  difpenfing  power  claimed  by  the  Stuarts  been  decided  by 
edent,   it  might,  perhaps,  have  been  found  to  be  good. 
Rut  would  any  man  regard  a  precedent  in  fuch  a  cafe  ?  Muft 
Jjc  not  perceive  that  a  Legifjature,  and  a  difpenfing  power  in 
the  Crown   were  things  incompatible;   and  that  wherever 
art  ufage  appeared  fubverfive  of  the  conftitution,  if  it  had 
"  tied  for  one,  or  for  two  hundred  years,  it  was  not  a  prece- 
r,  but  an  usurpation? 

But  where  this  new  law  of  impeachment  which  was  of- 
to  them  failed^  they  were  told  they  might  proceed  by  a 
ill  of  pains  and  penalties.     What  was  gained  by  this,  unlefs 
could  be  made  appear  that  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties 
Id  not   be  flopped  in  its  progrefs  by  the  Crown  ?  Such 
fes,  it  was  faid,  were  not  to  be  fuppofed.     When  control 
las  removed,  all  abufes  were  to  be  fuppofed.     Again  they 
told,  that  if  a  Minifter  advifed  the  Crown  todiflblve  the 
ament,  to  get  rid  of  an  impeachment,  they  might  im- 
:h  him  again.     By  the  fame  rule  he  might  advife  to  dif- 
4vt  them  again  ;  and  fo  they  might  go  on  impeaching  and  ' 

Solving  alternately,  with  no  other  effect  than  a  mockery  of 
jufiice.     The  learned  gentleman  who  fpoke  before  him  had 
Iked  of  referring  an  impeachment  to  the  people  by  a  difib- 
Hptioa.     Although  the  King's  pardon  was  not  pleadable  in 
\pv  of  an  impeachment,  the  learned  gentleman  thought  that 
f  the  King,   if  he  Should  be  of  opinion  that  a  perfon  impeached 
*»  a  fit  object  of  clemency,  might,  by  diflblving  the  Parlia- 
| pent,  take  the  fenfe  of  the  people  at  large,  whether  the  im- 
peachment ought  to  be  renewed,  and  with  their  acquiefcence, 
oduce  all  the  effects  of  a  pardon.      If  this  was  the  learned 
;  raleroan's  meaning,  the  true  mode  of  carrying  it  into  effect 
,  Vis  on  the  principle  that  an  impeachment  did  not  abate  by  a 
':  Solution.     The  King,  by  diflblving  the  Parliament,  might 
ipend  an    impeachment ;  and   if  the  new   reprefentatives 
-  lofcn  by  the  people  ftiould  be  of  opinion  that  it  ought  not 
fG  proceed,  there  it  muft  end,  and  the  objefk  of  an  appeal  to 
i«  people  would  be  completely  obtained*       But  were  it 
bhuQked  that  an  impeachment  after  every  diffolution  of 
irliament  muft  begin  dt  mw,  the  people,  however  zealous 
mb  the  profecution,  could  never  have  the  means  of  bringing  it 
B»  judgement,  without  the  concurrence  of  the  Crown,  and  to 
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diflblve  the  Parliament  would  not  be  to  take  the  fenfe  of  the-J 
people,  but  to  foil  them  in  the  exercife  of  their  mod  impor-r 
tant  privilege.  It  had  been  remarked  that  he  himfelf  had  infiftedi 
at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  on  the  right  of  the  Com- 
mons to  frame  new  articles  of  impeachment  in  any  fiage  of 
a  trial  in  which  they  were  profecutors,  and  even  to  make  the 
prifoner's  own  defence  the  foundation  and  rnaterials  of  fuch 
new  articles.  This  had  been  confidered  as  a  harih  and  rigo- 
rous extenfion  of  privilege;  but  it  was  neverthefefs,  an  un- 
doubted right  belonging  to  the  Houfe,  whofe  'power  arid  pri- 
vileges were  great,  becaufe  their  difcretion  was  fuppofed  to  he 
great ;  and  he  had  infifted  upon  it,  not  asa  right  to  be  exercif« 
on  trivial  occafions,  or  a  right  on  which  he  meant  to  26 
without  an  adequate  caufe,  but  merely  as  a  conftitutiona 
principle  from  which  to  draw  an  argument  in  fupport  ofano 
ther  point  for  which  he  was  then  contending.  But  if  the >x 
ercife  of  this  right  was  confidered  as  a  hardfhip,  how  mud 
greater  wonjd  be  the  hardflvp  if  .in  impeachment  were  flo? 
ped  by  a  diiTolution  juft  as  the  prifoner  had  concluded  his-  die 
fence,  and  the  Commons  on  the  meeting  of  the  new  Pailia 
ment  were  to  proceed  to  frame  an  entire  new  fet  of  article 
againft  him  with  his  whole  defence  before  them  ?  Yet  iuc 
might  be  the  fituation  of  any  man,  againft  whom  an  in 
peach  ment  was  preferred,  according  to  the  dodtrine  ot  tli 
learned  gentleman.  Another  learned  gentleman  had  l'ai< 
that  the  points  on  which  the  law  of  Parliament  turned  wei 
of  fuch  nicety  that  none  but  a  lawyer  could  underftand  then 
The  fuppofed  nicety  proved  the  falfity  of  the  argumen 
Were  the  cafe  fo,  how  could  the  law  of  Parliament  be  e*< 
underftood  by  men  of  common  education  and  plain  undei 
Handing,  fuch  as  compofed  the  great  majority  of  it?  Muc 
more,  how  could  it  have  been  eftablifhed  by  men  of  ft  ill  moi 
ordinary  education  who  compofed  the  majority  of  the  Hoc 
of  Commons,  when  the  theory  of  the  conllitution  was  den 
loped  and  explained?  The  next  objection  was  the  want  < 
evidence.  They  had,  it  feemed,  no  knowledge  of  thepn 
cqedings  on  the  impeachment  during  the  late  Parliament,  ai 
there  wasv  no  evidence  \>n  which  they  could  judge  wheth 
any  thing  had  been  proved  by  the  Managers  appointed  I 
the  late  Houfe  of  Commons.  It  was  fomewhat  ftrangeth 
profeffional  men  fliould  be  fo  profoundly  ignorant  of  wh 
was  known  to  all  the  world  befide.  But  they  cou 
^liften  only  to  oral  evidence;  the  minutes  of  the  evideni 
taken  down  and  printed  by  the  direction  of  the  Lords  t 
their  own  information  were  to  lawyers  of  no  ufe  whateve 
and  the  learned  gentleman  who  (poke  immediately  befo 
him,  who  unfortunately  had  not  attended  the  trial,  who  b; 
not  heard  the  evidence;  who  had  no  materials  on  which 


JM79* 


D   £    B    A    T*E    S. 


a8| 


form  his  judgement;  who  could  not  fuffer  himfelf  to  read  writ- 
ten minutes  of  written  evidence,  fuch  as  compofed  the  greater 
part  of  the  evidence  on  the  trial ;  and  who  was  fo  confciencibus 
;  that  he  would  not,  as  an  accufer,  pray  for  judgement  againfl  a 
I  nun  who,  for  any  thing  he  knew,  might  he  innocent;  had 
|  a&ed  how  he,  as  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Comxnons,  could 
Ip  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  demand  judgement 
linft  Mr.   Haftings*  fuppofing   him   to   be   found    guiltv? 
*n  the  learned  gentleman  crime  to  be  Attorney  General, 
^  would,  without  any  Icruple  of  coufcience,  nu>\'e  the  Court 
,tt  King's  Bench  for  judgement  again  ft  all  per  Jons  couvifled 
On  informations  or  indictments  by   bis  predeteflbr  in  office; 
Ittuton  much  weaker  evidence,  than  the  minutes  of  the 
peachtnenr,  which  he  was  relolved  ro  confuler  as  no  evi- 
«  at  all  -w  on  no  other  evidence  than  a  copy  of  {lie  record  ; 
I  when  lie  came  to  be  a  judge,  he  would  even   pronounce 
|?mentori  what  he  mull  confider  as  Hill  weaker  evidence, 
Jy,  the  notes  of  a  brother  Judge.     It  was  well  known 
nine  tenths  of  mifderneanors  were  tried  at  fitting?,  and 
\  record  being  returned  to  the  Court  from  which  it  itTucd, 
BtefKe  was  there  pronounced  bv  fudge*  who  bad  heaid  no 
t  of  the  oral  evidence,    who  had  (txn   nothing   of  the  de- 
no  r  of  the  prifoner  or  witnefles,  who  lutj  no  knowledge 
iteter  of  the  cafe  or  its  circuiuitiinces  hut  what  they  had 
vttl  from  the  notts  of  iLe  judgd  who  tried  it.     Nor  was 
i  all;  affidavits  both  in  extenuation  and  aggravation,  might 
,  and  were  frequently,  produced  and  read  ;  and  on  this  fort 
Fendencfij  which  was  thus  gravely  repre tented  by  profef- 
j]  men  as  no  evidence  at  atl \  on  the  written  evidence  of  a 
ifeuble  note  book,  rendered  it  ill   more  informal,  fufpeftetl 
I  worth tefs,  by  the  addition  of  written   affidavits;  on  evi- 
ct of  fuch  contemptible  authority,  that  if  thole  whole  hu«* 
efs  it  was  to  underhand    it  belt   were  to  be   believed,   it 
not  to  be  of  force  to  pluck  a  feather  from  a  fparrow's 
Ifcg,    would  the  learned  gentleman  when  advanced  to  that 
zh  on  which  he  fhoutd  rejoice  to  fee  him,  decide  whether 
t fellow   fubjeit  fhould  be  fined  a  /hilling  or  ten  thnuland 
ardsf    whether   he    fiiould    be   imprifoned   in   the   King's 
for  a   week ,  or  in   Newgale  for  three  years !     What 
he  (ay  on  fuch  attempts  by  men  learned  in  the  law  to 
ofe  upon  the  plain  fenfe  and  unlearned   under  {landing  of 
Houfe,  but  with  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke) 
I  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  being  accuftomed  to  rind  the 
ard   of   their  talents  elfewhere,    thought   the  waile  and 
ih  of  their  learning  good  enough  for  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
;  If  the  learned  gonlleman  had  not  been  prefent  at  the 
it  was  his  own  fault;  and  it  was  the  firft  time  that  he 
heird  a  man  urge  his  own  neglect  of  duty,  as  a  reafon 
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for  abridging  the  privileges  of  the  body  to  which  he  belonged. 
On  this  point,  however,  he  would  endeavour  to  fet  him  feme- 
what  more  at  his  eafe.     It  was  proper  that  be  Should  have  tan 
prelent  at  the  trial,  becaufe  the  Houfe  had  ordered  it ;  but  it  w 
not  neceffary.     There  were  two  ways  in  which  the  Houfe 
proceeded  on  impeachments.   In  one  they  attended  as  a  Cob* 
mittee  of  the  whole    Houfe  in  Wdlminfter  Hall,  and  it 
the  other  they  appointed  a  private  Committee,  as  in  the 
of  Lord  Macclesfield  and  others,who  managed  the  profecuti 
at  the  har  ot  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  where  none  of  tl 
reft  of  the  Members  had  any  more  right  to  he  preftut  ll 
any  othtr  fuhject.   In  this  mode  the  Houle  having  deciiled; 
there  was  ground  fur  an  impeachment,  committed  the 
nagement   to  a    private  Committee,    in    whofe  report  tho 
confided  ;    and    if  their   charges    were    proved,    prayed  k 
judgement.     The  application  of  the  principle  to  the  otb 
mode  was  obvious.     Although  the  Houfe  attended  fnfsrt 
as  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  it  was  neither  requin 
nor  e?c peeled  that  every   individual  member  fhould  attem 
and,  in  this  cafe  alfo,  they  trufted  more  to  the  repoiU 
their  Manageis  thai  to  their  own  obfervation  of  the  pfl 
ceedings.     From  the  Managers,  however,  the  learned  gentl 
man  could  receive  no  information.     They  were  a  Commit! 
no  longer,  having,  like  every  other  Committee  of  the  Ho* 
been  diflblved    by   the  diflblution  of  Parliament.     Whe* 
new  Committee  was  appointed,  that  Committee  would  h4 
all  the  neceffary  documents  in  their  nefftflion,  and  be  ablel 
give  the  Houfe  whatever  information  might  be  wanted. 
was  afked  if  all  their  proceedings  did  not  ceafe  with  a  dill 
lution  ?  Precifely  thqfe,  he  would  anfwer,  that  ceafed  with 
prorogation.      On  a  prorogation,  all  votes  of  money  and  J 
bills  depending  fell  to  the  ground.     So  they  did  on  a 
folution.     By    a   prorogation   the   ilate  of  an    impeach 
was   not  affeded.      No  more  was  it   affe&ed    by    a 
lution.     During  the  interval  occafioned  by  either,  the 
Court  of  Parliament  could   not   fit,    any   more   than 
Coutrs   of  Common    Law,   in  the   interval    between 
andjjterm.     When  Parliament  met  after  either   judicial 
ceedings  were  taken  up  \n  Jlofu  firo,  juft  as  in  the  C< 
below  after  a  vacation.      In  this  manner  had  the  proceeds* 
on  the  impeachment  been  fufpended  by  every  prorogation! 
Parliament,  and  the  Committee  of  Managers  diflblved.  Aftj 
the  prorogation  the  Committee  had  been  reappointed,  flj 
the  proceedings  on  the  trial  refumed.     There  was  no  difil 
ence  between  the  prelent  fituation  of  the  Houfe  and  its  fitfli 
tion  after  any  of  the  prorogations  fince  the  trial  comment* 
except  that  having  been  fent  back  to  their  conftituents,  til 
might  more  properly  review  their  former  proceedings,  xoi 
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what  they  would  abide  by,  and  what  they  would  abandon. 
Were  a  Minifter,  it  had  been  faid,  to  advife  a  diflblution  for 
the  purpofe  of  putting  an  end  to  an  impeachment,  he  would 
be  guilty  of  a  high  crime.     Were  a  Minifter  to  advife  a  dif- 
'   fetation  pending  an  impeachment,  knowing  that  it  would  pot 
.  jo  end  to  the  impeachment,  he  would  lieierve  to  be  impeached 
hktcnfelf.     He  did  not  mean  to  infmuate  any  reflection  on  the 
k  fight  honourable  gentleman  who  fat  oppofite  to  him    (the 
I    jiicellor  of  the  Exchequer).     He  had  ad v; fed  His  Majelly 
to  diflblve  the  Parliament  at  a  jime  that  he  thought  moil 
convenient  for  the  public  fervice,  and  he  had  given  the  mod 
fobftantial  proofs  tint  he  did  not  believe  it  would  anrcl  the 
rtaie  of  the  impeachment.     But  it  there  were  any  peifons  in 
His  MajeltVs  Councils  who  believed,    and  who  meant  to 
;•  maintain,  that  a  difljlution  of  Parliament  neceflarily  put  an 
'end  to  an   impeachment,    they   were   highly   culpable,  and 
ftuffit  to  anfwer-to  their  country  for  advifmg  a  meafure,  per- 
bjp*  good  in  itfelf,  but  which  thtv  knew    mud  defeat    the 
UfHii  of  public  juftice.     By  the  aci  of  1773,  for  enquiring 
"rm>  oflences  committed  in  India,  it  was  provided  that  various 
urliamentary  proceedings  neceflary  for  that  purpofe  fliould 
ODtinue  from  Seffion  to  Seflion,  and  from  Parliament  to  Par- 
liament, but  not  a  word  was  laid  of  impeachments.     This 
us  no  cafual  omiflion,   but  an  omi ffidn  on  principle,    to 
ihich  he  pledged,  not  his  opinion,  but  his  veracity.     It  was 
k  the  contemplation  of  the  framers  of  that  aci:  to  induJe  im- 
iments,  and  on  the  advice  of  the  late  Mr.  Dyfon,   whofe 
owledge  of  the  law  of  Parliament  had  never  been  quef- 
►tcned,  they    were   etfpreffly    omitted,  that   the  undoubted 
light  and  privilege  of  the  Commons  might  not  be  weakened 
br  an  indirect  admiffion  on  their  own  part,  that  it  was  not 

h  had  been  obferved,  that  as  the  diflblution  of  Parliament 
as  generally  expecled,  thofe  who  conducted  the  impeach- 
m,  and  were  anxious  that  public  juftice  fliould  not  be  de- 
nted, ought  to  have  brought  in  a  bill  :o  continue  the  im- 
cacnment  over  the  diflblution,  when  they  faw  that  the  trial 
could  not  be  concluded  before  it :  thofe  who  faid  fo  ought  to 
recollect  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of  the  Managers  that 
the  impeachment  would  be  affected  by  a  diflblution.     All 
'Hhat  on  them  depended  the  Managers  had  done      They  had 
»>rmored  a  refolution  in  the  laft  feffion  of  the  late  Parliament, 
tnat  the  Commons  would  perfevere  in  the  profecution  of  the 
Impeachment,  till  the  ends  of  public  juftice  were  obtained, 
nd  the  refolution  had  been  adopted  by  the  Houfe.        What 
was  the  conduct  of  thofe  who  thought  that  a  diflblution 
*odIJ  put  an  end  to  the  impeachment  ?  Did  they  apprize  the 
fHnue  of  it?  No— ^When  they  faw  the  Houfe  voting  that 
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they,  would  perfevere  in  the  impeachment,  whco  they  knew 
that  a  diflblution  was  approaching,  which,  in  their  opinion, 
muft  neceflarily  be  fatal  to  it,  in/lead  of  bringing  forward 
their  conflitutional  law.  for  the  information  of  the  Houfe, 
when  fuch  information  might  have  beeu  ufrful,  they  carefully 
concealed  it  as  a  fhare,  as  a  poifon  which  then  lay  lurking  m 
their  minds,  and  which  was  now  inlidi*>yfly  brought  int<| 
action  to  dcftroy  at  once  the  law*  of  Parliament  and  the  con^ 
flitution.  They  had  been  advifed  to  infpedr.  the  Lord'{ 
Journals,  and  to  confider  their  own  as  of  no  authoiity.  Hij 
honourable  and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Erflune)  had  been  tl« 
author  of  this  advice. 

Primum  Graius  homo  mortaleis  tollere  contra 

Eft  oculos  aufus : 

*  .  i 

It  was,  he  believed,  the  firft  time  that  a  Member  of  that 

Houfe  had  advifed  to  confult  the  journals  of  the  other  foi 
the  privileges  of  the  Commons,  in  preference,  to  their  own.  II 
their  own  journals  could  afford  them  no  information,  theqj 
indeed,  they  might  confult  the  journals  of  the  other  Houfej 
or  they  might  appeal  to  the  Lords'  journals  as  corroborating 
the  authority  of  their  own,  on  any  point  of  privilege  thai 
was  difputed  by  the  Lords;  but  to  fearch  the  Lords'  journaU 
for  precedents  to  controvert  the  authority  of  their  own,  aal 
to  make  out  a  cafe  againft  themfelves,  was  what  he  nerra 
expected  to  hear  propoicd.  They  had  on  their  own  jounuJj 
an  exprefs  declaration  that  an  impeachment  does  not  abate  by] 
a  diflblution  of  Parliament;  a  declaration  acquiefced  in  by  tb^ 
Lords,  repeatedly  a6led  upon  by  the  Commons,  and  nefdj 
once  contradicted  by  a  fubfequent  declaration  ;  and  it  wafj 
ftrange  indeed  to  hear  the  fame  learned  gentleman  wbo  hal] 
laid  it  down  as  a  principle,  that  an  order  of  any  Court  coiwJ 
petent,  acquiefced  in  for  a  feries  of  years,  and  never  after«j 
wards  annulled,  made  law,  advifing  tne  Houfe  of  Common^ 
to  confult  the  journals  of  the  Lords  for  the  purpofe  of  turning 
afide  the  clear  and  uniform  fir  earn  of  the  law  of  Parliament  a|! 
it  appeared  on  their  own,  for  more  than  a  century.  He  n>j 
joiced,  not  that  the  debate  had  taken  place,  though  he  it* 
joiced  that  it  had  been  continued  for  fuch  a  length  of  time  at 
to  give  every  gentleman  who  thought  it  neceflary  an  oppor- 
tunity of  delivering  his  fentiments.  But  let  not  thofe  who. 
had  given  occafion  to  it  imagine  that  this  was  owing  to 
any  refpecl  for  their  arguments.  It  was  owing  purely  to  hit 
aflonifliment  at  hearing  fuch  arguments  adduced^  Wereanji 
man  to  affirm,  in  defiance  of  the  afi  of  Queen  Ann,  thai 
Parliament  had  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  defcent  of  the. 
Crown,  that  the  aft  of  fettlement  was  not  law,  and  that  tb* 
Houfe  of  Stuarts  and  not  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick.  had.  th4 
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only  legal  right  to  it,  he  fhould  feel  no  apprehend  on  that  the 
proportion  might  be  true,  but  he  fhould  defire  time  to  re- 
coyer  from  his  aftonifhment,  to  reprefs  the  indignation  which 
it  muft  naturally  excite,  and  to  obtain  for  it  iuch  a  free  and 
temperate  difcuflion  as  might  procure  the  moft  folid  and  ef- 
fectual condemnation  of  a  doctrine  fo  abfurd  and  extravagant. 
Such  a  difcuflion  the  cjueftion  before  the  Houfe  had  received  ; 
and  great  as  were  the  advantages  which  the  nation  had  derived 
from  the  acceffion  of  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  to  the  Throne, 
be  con  fide  red  the  decifion  of  it  as  of  as  much  importance  to  the 
conftituticn  and  the  future  happinefs  of  the  people,  as  whe- 
ther the  fucceflion  fhould  continue  in  that  Haufe  or  revert  to 
the  Houfe  of  Stuart.  Next  to  the  independent  and  free-born 
t  fpirit  of  the  people,  the  law  of  impeachment  was  their  beft 
,  fecurity  for  the  undifturbed  enjoyment  of  their  lives  and  li- 
berties. It  was  their  only  peaceable  fecurity  againft  the  vices 
or  corruption  of  the  Government;  and  let  no  man,  by  weak- 
ling or  annihilating  that,  reduce  them  to  the  neceflity  of 
having  recourfe  to  any  other. 

To  declare  that  an  impeachment  did  not  abate  by  a  diflb- 
Jution  of  Parliament,  with  a  view  to  prevent  the  improper  in- 
terference of  the  Crown,  had  been  called  muzzling  the  Hon 
with  a  cobweb.     After  that  privilege  was  afferted  and  efta- 
iflied,  the  King,  it  was  faid,  might  diflblve  the  Parliament 
when  the  Lords  were  on  the  point  of  pronouncing  a  prifoner 
guilty,  or  after  he  had  been  found  guilty  and  before  judgement 
1  w  given,  and  fo  affoid  him  the  me.ins  of  efcape  ;  or,  he 
ight  create  fifty  new  Peers  in  a  day  for  the  purpofe  of  ac- 
ri  itting  a  flate  criminal.      All  this  was  undoubtedly  true. 
He  fhould  lament  to  fee  the  King's  power  of  creating  Peers 
foabufed;  he  fhould  much  more  lament  to  fee  that  power 
fcken  away  ;  and  it  was  a  poflible  evil  againft  which  he  could 
propofe  no  remedy.      But  was  it  thus  they  were  to  argue, 
that  whenever  an  ingenious  man  could  point  out  fome  poffi- 
Mcahufe  againft  which  they  could  not  provide,  they  were  to 
f  veup  every  fecurity  againft  that  abufe  which  the  conftjtu- 
'  »n  had  put  into  their  hands  ?  No  human  form  of  Govern- 
ment was  ever  yet  fo  perfeft  as  to  guard  againft  every  poflible 
(l  iife  of  power,  and  the  fubjecls  of  every  Government  muft 
I  >mit  to  the  lot  of  men.  and  bear  with  fome.     But  when 
lis  became  fo  frequent  or  enormous  as  to  be  oppreffive 
4  intolerable,  and  to  threaten  the  deftru6tion  of  Govern- 
ing itfelf,  then  it  was  that  the  laft  remedy  muft  be  applied, 
l*ut  the  free  fpirit  of  the  peoplemuft  put  int.)  a&ion  their  natu- 
ral power  to  redrefs'  thofe  grievances  for    which   tjiey  had 
[Bo  peaceable  means  of  redrefs,  and   affert  their  indefeafibla 
[light  to  a  juft  and  equitable  Government.     No  man  would 
^en?  that  cafes  might  occur  in  which  the  people  could  have 
-    Vol.  XXVIII,  P  p  no 
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no  choice  but  flavery  or  refinance;  no  man  would  hefitate 
to  fay  what  their  choice  ought  to  be ;  and  it  was  the  beft 
wiidom  of  every  government  not  to  create  a  neceflity  for  re- 
ft fiance  b  j  depi  iving  the  people  of  legal  means  of  redrefs.    Let 
no  man  think  that  thefe  were  hard  words  coming  from  him 
on  any  perfonal  confide  ra  ion.      He  was  animated  by  nofuch 
motive ;  but  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  ftate,  in  plain  terms,  to 
what  the  progrefs  of  abufe  muft  lead  if  the  remedy  was  effen- 
tially  weakened  or  wholly  taken  away.     The  alternative  he 
had  mentioned,  every  good  man  mull  deprecate  as  too  dread* 
ful  in  its  probable  conferences ;  and  whenever  fad  neceflity 
ihould  urge  it  on,  every  individual  who  had  a  heart  to  feel 
for  the  calamities  of  his  country,  muft  deplore  the  exigency 
of  the  times.     Neverthelefs,  they  were  to  watch  poffibilies  in 
that  Houfe  with  an  eye  of  cautioaand  jealoufy,  and  flioold 
t/ranny  ever  be  enforced,  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  gentlemen 
of  the  Long  Robe,  whofe  opinions  on  the  queftion  before  the 
Houfe  he  had  felt  himfelf  obliged  to  reprobate,  would  contra* 
&\£t  the  fentiments  they  had  chofen  to  deliver,  by  their  ac« 
tions,  and  prove  by  their  zeal  and  activity,  that  they  were 
as  ready  to  lay  down  their  lives  in  defence  of  their  freedom! 
as  any  defer ipt ion  of  men  whatever.     He  aflured  his  honour- 
able and  learned  friend  (Mr.  Erfkine)  that  he  had  not  for- 
feited any  part  of  his  regard  by  having  held  an  opinion  dif- 
ferent  from  his  own,  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  three  days  debate;  j 
and  for  the  reft  of  the  learned  gentlemen,  he  entertained  great  i 
perfonal  refpeft,  though  he  felt  none  for  their  arguments. 

It  had  been  charged  as  an  inconfiftency  on  thofe  who 
maintained  the  fame  opinion  as  he  did,  that  when  they  op4 
pofed  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  fearch  the  Lords* 
journals,  they  had  argued  from  cafes  and  refolutions  to  be 
found  only  in  thofe  journals.  But  the  charge  was  nugatory- 
It  was  perfectly  fair  to  argue  from  the  Lord's  journals,  under 
proteit  that  they  would  rot  be  hound  by  them,  hecaufe  it j 
was  fit,  in  cafe  of  a  difpute,  to  hear  the  ground  of  their  ad« 
verfaries'  argument,  and  turn  it  to  their  own  advantage,  if  any 
advantage  could  be  derived  from  it.  It  by  no  means  fol- 
lowed as  a  confequence  that  it  was  fit  to  fearch  the  Lord's  ; 
journals  in  order  to  make  out  a  cafe  againft  their  own  right* 

Mr.  Fox  concluded  with  a  fliort  review  of  the  prece- 
dents, contending  with  irrefiftible  clearnefs  and  force,  that  all 
*  except  that  of  1685,  made  againft  the  abatement  of  an  im- 
peachment by  a  diflolution,  and  had  been  fo  underftood  by 
the  Courts  of  Juftice  and  the  moft  eminent  law  authorities 
of  the  feveral  periods  ;  that  according  to  the  legal  do&rine  of 
precedents,  the  laft  precedent  was  the  beft,  and  that  the  laft 
(the  cafe  of  Lord  Oxford)  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
right  of  the  Common*  ;  that  if  the  argument  on  the  prece- 
dent 
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ient  of  1685  was  good  for  any  thing,  it  proved  that  the 
Lords  were  not  bound  by  the  order  of  1678,  that  their  order* 
dv\  not  make  law,  and  that  the  order  of  1685  was  completely 
annulled  by  their  fubfequent  proceedings  in  fimilar  cafes,  or 
might  be  annulled  by  a  new  order.  He  apologized  for  hav- 
ing detained  the  Committee  on  the  precedents,  as  it  was  not 
on  precedent  but  on  principle  that  he  Hood.  The  right  of 
impeachment,  proceeding  without  abatement  from  Seffion  to 
SeiLon,  and  from  Parliament  to  Parliament,  was  the  vital, 
the  def en  five  principle  of  the  conftitution ;  that  which  pre- 
ferved  it  from  internal  decay  ;  that  which  prote&ed  it  from 
iuttnul  injury  ;  without  which,  every  office  of  executive 
power,  every  function  of  judicial  authority,  might  be  exer- 
c.f&l  or  ahuied  at  the  discretion  or  caprice  of  him  who  held 
it,  or  of  him  who  had  the  right  of  appointing  to  it. 

Mr.  Yorke  having  animadverted  upon  what  he  conceived 
were  the  fevere  terms  in  which  Mr.  Fox  had  fpoken  of  the 
lawyers, 

Mr.  Fox  anfwered  that  he  had  fpoken  hardily  of  them  nei- 
ther collefii  vely  nor  individually,  but  of  the  opinions  which 
fome  of  them  had  thought  fit  to  maintain. 

The  queftion  being  loudly  called  for,  feveral  Members  en- 
deavoured to  be  heard. 

Mr.  Erfkine  faid,  that  he  was  not  furprifed  at  the  difpofi-  Mr. 
tion  of  the  Koufe  to  terminate  a  debate  of  fuch  unufnal  and  Eriklxie; 
painful  continuance ;  and  that  nothing  but  his  being  the  au- 
thor of  it,  would  induce  him  to  afk  the  indulgence  of  the 
Houfe  for  a  moment.  He  was  too  nrtuch  accuftomed  to  take 
the  meafure  of  Men's  minds  from 'their  deportment  during 
debate,  not  to  difcover  that  his  motion  would  have  the  fup- 
poit  but  of  a  very  few  within  the  Houfe.  He  would  not 
however  relinquifh  it,  but  bring  the  queftion  to  a  decifiori; 
He  was  contented  in  being  fupported  by  the  the  almbft  uni- 
verfal  voice  of  a  profeflion,  which  lie  was  forry  that  it  had 
tan  fo  much  the  fafhion  to  cry  down.  He  could  not  but 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which*  Mr.  Burke,  in  particular, 
had  treated  their  arguments,  particularly  his  own.  He  felt, 
Lowever,  no  difpofition  to  retaliate ;  he  recolle<2ed  tbe  fu- 
perior  age,  and  the  various  extiaordinary  qualifications  and 
genius  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  though  he  feemed 
to  have  forgotten  that  he  had  been  of  the  number  of  thofe 
thofe  who  thought  themfelves  entitled  to  bis  friendship  and 
regard.  The  gentlemen  of  the  law  had  been  confidered  by 
him  as  no  genuine  members  of  the  Houfe,  but  as  only  perch- 
ed there  as  birds  of  pafTage,  in  their  way  to  another.  He 
could  only  fay  for  himfelf,  that  if  he  had  meant  only  to  reft 
"m  that  place,  in  the  courfe  of  fuch  a  purfuit,  he  fhould 
bardly  have  lighted  on  that  naked  bough  which  fupported  him, 
P  p  %  but 
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hut  have  fought  the  luxuriant  and  inviting  foliage  which 
overfpread  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  houfe*    which   would 
have  afforded  him  kind  fhelter,    and  have  accelerated  his 
flight. 
Mr.  Mr.  Burke  rifing,  in  anfwer  to  Mr.  Erikine,  faid,  he  be- 

Burke,    lieved  he  had  fpoken  in  perfetf  good  humour,  and  he  thought 
he  had  obferved  the  Houfe  partake  of  it.     He  wilhed  to  hurt 
the  feelings  of  no  man;  he  efteemed  the  law  highly,  and  ap- 
proved of  the  country  being  governed  by  law,  hut  not  by  j 
lawyers.     He  had  entertained  a  high  refpe&  for  the  honour- 
able and  learned  gentleman's  talents,  for  his  great  eloquence, 
and  his  uncommon  aptitude  at  argument;  he  could  not,  there- 
fore, but  lament  the  lofs  of  thofe  talents,  that  eloquence,  and 
argument  in   fupport  of  the  great  conftitutional  caufe,  the 
impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings  !  The  queftion  that  had  been 
moved  by  him,   was   a  question  which  involved  in  it  their 
conftitutional  privileges ;  and  therefore,  when  he  understood 
that  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  had  come  deter- 
mined to  overwhelm  his  efforts  in  the  greateft  and  mod  im- 
portant caufe  in  which  a  Houfe  of  Commons  could  be  en- 
gaged, and  found  he  had  brought  fuch  flight  materials  with 
him,  he  could  not  but  think  that  a  fine  natural  flow  of  words 
without  argument  and  prompt  deliberation,  rather  than  2 
ftudied  and  a  laborious  endeavour  to  render  himfelf  equal  to  , 
the  great  work  he  had  fo  raflfly  undertaken,  merited  the  fort  j 
of  animadverfion   that  he  had  thrown  out  on  the  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman,  in  common  with  all  others  who  had 
fought  on  the  fame  fide  of  the  queftion.     With   regard  to 
friendship,  it  was,  Mr.  fiinke  faid,  if  any   thing,  fuperior 
even  to  a  love  of  one's  country,  as   it   was   the  fource  and 
fpring,  the  animating  foul,  whrnce  originated  every  other 
virtue;  but  what  rig'it  the  honourable  gentleman   had  to 
expe&  any  particular  friendship  from  him,  that  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman  heft  knew.     As  to  the  fubjeft  of  de- 
bate, he  thought  thofe  who  had  chofen  to  defend  the  privi- 
leges of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  had  defended  them  fo  well, 
that  they  did  not  want  the  help  of  the  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman,  who  had  taken  the  field,  like  David  againft  Go- 
liah,  lightly  armed  with  a  ftone  and  a  fling,  which  could  do 
no  execution.     Mr.  Burke  mentioned  the  pamphlet  that  Mr. 
Erfittne  had  reafoned  from,  and  paid  a  compliment  tq  Mr. 
Adam  and  Mr.  Anftruther. 
This  called  up 
Mr.  Mr.  Erjkinc*  who  explained  that  the  pamphlet  was  nothing* 

Eiikine.  more  than  a  colle&icn  of  precedents  copied  by  a  friend  of  his, 
for  his  greater  convenience  in  referring  to  them. 

Mr.  Orde      Mr.  Orde  (Secretary  in  Ireland  under  the  Duke  of  Rutland) 
faid,  an  honourable  and  learned  friend  near  him  had  made 

fuck 
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fach  an  imprefflon  on  his  mind,  that  he  would  not,  till  h* 

heard  more,  vote  that  the  impeachment  exifted  in  ftatu  quo; 

kt  a$  to  the  firft  and  main  queftion,  his  mind  was  perfe&ly 

Bade  up;  on  that,  therefore,  he  could  vote  with  the  right 

|knouraMe  gantleman. 

(    The  Committee  divided; 

|   Ayes,  (for  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair)  30;  Noes,  143. 

I  The  original  motion  was  then  put,  and  carried,  without  a 

Krifion. 

1  The  Houfe  adjourned. 

The  following  Dtbate  was  tranfpofed,  in  order  to  bring 
Ifoone  point  of  view  the  Debates  on  the  great  conflitutionai 
leftion,  relative  to  Impeachments  ceafing  after  a  di Ablution. 

Monday ,  2  \Jl  December. 

The  older  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  fecond  read- 
fof  the  bill  for  laying  an  additional  duty  on  Malt,  it  was 
»ved,  "  That  the  faid  bill  be  now  read  a  fecond  time." 
Mr.  Hitfley  admitted  that  the  greater  part  of  the  tax  would      Mr. 
levied  on  thofe  who  could  very  well  afford  to  pay  the  ad-  Huffey. 
fonal  duty,  but  then  it  was  to  be  conlidered  that.it  would 
bfall  on  a  truly  meritorious  part  of  the  people,  on  whom 
frould  operate  as  an  oppreffion,  and  prove  the  bane  of  in- 
(by,  by  driving  theni  to  the  alehoufe.     Upon  this  ground, 
enneftly  wifhed  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  might 
induced  to  give  up  the  bill. 

Ilr.  Mar'it  obferved,  that  inftead  of  this  tax  on  malt,  there  Mr. 
If  others  that  might  be  reforted  to,  which  would  produce  Maiti». 
mey,  without  injury  to  the  poor.  There  was  one  tax  in 
ffkrular,  which  he  had,  on  a  former  occafion,  mentioned 
kat  Houfe,  and  which  he  thought  might  be  taken.  He 
tot  a  tax  on  dogs.  He  was  aware  that  dogs  were  almoft 
efl&ry  to  fome  of  the  poorer  fort  of  people,  who  earned 
It  livelihood  in  a  peculiar  way,  but  there  were  many  no- 
Ben,  and  men  ef  large  fortunes,   who  kept  packs  of  fox- 

kids,  and  other  fpecies  of  dogs,  merely  for  their  diverfion, 
I  which  might  fairly  be  deemed  a  luxury.  Perfbns  fo  cir- 
fefbnced,  he  could  not  imagine,  would  grudge  paying 
ftthrng  to  the  State  for  their  pleafure.  A  (hilling  per 
tan  for  every  dog  kept,  he  conceived,  would  neither  dif- 
ifc  the  rich,  nor  diftrefs  the  poor.  There  were,  it  was 
tf  in  tlits  country,  as  in  all  others,  gradations  of  rank  and 
Hue;  hot  he  could  not  help  thinking  it  hard,  that  the 
fer  order  of  the  poor  did  not  live  more  comfortably  than 
T  w#»r?  known  to  do  in  many  in  (lances. 
iuPewyi  begged  that  lie  night  be  permitted  to  ndvert,      Mr- 

ro  to  me  degree  of  reprebenfionj  to  the  irregular  time*  of   Fa^ys, 

bmn- 
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beginning  public  bufinefs  in  that  Houfe.     He  did  not  mead; 
any  thing  like  an  animadverfion  on  the  right  honourable  gen* 
tleman,  whofe  various  and  important  duties  neceffarilj  te! 
manded  his  attendance  elfewhere  ;  but  he  had.  obferved,  that] 
the  order  of  the  day  had  fcarcely  ever  been  called  for  befoitf 
five  o'clock.     It  was  equally  the  fame  to  him   at  what  houd 
the  hufinefs  commenced,  fo  as  it  was  but  at  a  definite  hour  1 
and  therefore  he  wiflied  fome  hour  were  fixed.     Mr.  Poir 
next  dated  his  reafons  for  wifhing  that  the  right  honoural 
gentleman  would  confent  to  give  up  the  tax.     He  declared  1 
rofe  for  the  fir  it  time  of  oppofing  a  tax  ;  but  he  deemed  th 
to  be  unnecefiTary,  and  a  tax  on  an  article  of  confumptio 
but  not  a  tax  on  all  confumers :  there  was  a  danger,  then 
fore,  in  the  example,  and  the  evil  was*  that  the  examf 
might  extend  to  all  other  articles  not  of  luxury  but  neceflii 
It  was  faid,  the  tax  affe&ed  not  the  common  brewer.    I 
it  not  arrecl  the  huibandrdan,  and  the  country,  much 
than  the  metropolis  ?  And  was  not  that  a  circumftance 
to  be  lamented,  as  well  as  to  be  complained  of,  for  itsevidf 
partiality  ?     Gentlemen  were  about  to  go  down  to 
conftituents  for  the  holidays,  and  mix  with  the  fociety  to 
affe&ed  by  this  tax.     They  would  then  probably  wifti  1' 
the  difcuffion  had  taken  place  rather  before  they  bound  tb 
felves  by  a  refolution  to  fupport  the  intended  tax. 
Mr.  Le        Mr,  Alderman  Lc  Mefurier  obferved,  that  the  honour 
Mcfuricr.  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  had  ftated  that  the  tax  on  I 
would  fall  principally  on  the  country ;  but  he  forgot  to' 
into  his  account  the  money  paid  towards   the  taxes  by 
inhabitants  in  the  metropolis.  « The  honourable  gentta 
had  likewife  omitted  to  take  into  account  the  fituation  of 
public  brewer,  who  paid  twice  as  much  as  was  laid  on  the 
vate  brewery.     He  underftood  that  one  bufhel  of  maltwi 
be  nearly  fufficient  to  brew  thirty-fix  gallons  of  fmailh 
he  could  not,  therefore,  think  the  tax  very  oppreffive. 
was  as  forry  as  any  gentleman  to  be  obliged  to  burden 
Public  more  than  they  were  burdened  already ;  but  finest 
mufl  be  taxed,  he  thought  it  difficult  to  rind  other  taxes 
burden  fome  than  thofe  propofed. 
Mr.Drake      Mr.  William  Drake  obferved,  that  he  could  not  avoid 
tioning  the  conduit  of  the  prefent  fupcr-imperial  EmperQ 
Germany,  who  had,  with  fo  much  wifdom   and  human 
laid  his  taxes  on  wine  and  fpirits,  leaving  the  brewery 
touched,  by  which  means  his  fubjeds  were  enabled  to  dl 
that  wholefome  beverage,  which  jnfpired  gladnc fs  of 
and  chearfulnefs  of  mind.     He  fincerely  hoped,  that 
the  rich  drank  wine,  the  poor  might  not  be  deprived  of  dj 
wholefome  beverage.     He  hoped  alfo,  that  the  Houfe  wJ 
agree  to  no  tax  that  would  impovtrifli  fmall  beeF.     He  dbJ 
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pdnot  but  the  receipt  of  the  other  taxes  would  make  up  any 

deficiency  that  might  be  occafioned  by  the  giving  up  the  malt 

tax,  which  he  entreated  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 

1  give  up  to  the  poor  as  a  free  gift.     He  approved  highly  of  the 

convention,    and  obferved,    that  the  poor  throughout  the 

ountnr  would,  unburdened  Vith  an  additional  duty  on  malt, 

v  toaft  fceakh  and  wealth  to   the   prefent  Minifter;  but  if  it 

ouldpafs,  he  feared  they  would  introduce  their  toafts  with 

Hotted  phrafes,  and    that  the  general    toaft    among  them 

ttjld  be,  «  The  downfall  of  the  Minifter  !"     Mr,  Drake 

fcclaredj  that  when  he  faw  beneath   the  roof  of  penury  a 

fculy  foyalty,  and  a  willingnefs  to  obey  our  laws,  he  wifhed 

fewasas  rich  as  Croefus,  in  order  to  prove  the  inftrument 

I  cheriftitrg    the  diftreffed,  and  comforting   the   affli&ed. 

■r,  Drake  advifed  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  ab- 

bin  from  his  intended  tax  on  malt,  and  open  a  public  fub- 

tfiptipn  book  for  the  poor,  defiring  that  he   might  be  put 

town  for  two  hundred  guineas. 

[Mr.  R$Ji  fa:d,  that  when  the  fituation  of  the  public  brewer  Mr.  Rofe. 
p truly  feen,  it  would  be  found  that  the  reverfe  was  the 
p,  t he  private  brewer  being,  upon  a  comparifon,  favoured 
Rhe  amount  of  a  million  fterling.  Mr.  Rofe  denied  that 
jwosld  be  cheaper  for  the  poor  to  buy  their  beer,  under  the 
t»  tax,  thnn  to  brew  it.  In  anfwer  to  Mr.  Powys's  objec- 
ted that  the  malt  tax  would  chiefly  fall  exclufively  on  the 
pjitry,  Mr.  Rofe  obferved,  it  would  not  wholly  fall  on  the 
■ntr?,  and  it  was  to  be  recollected  that  the  additional  duty 
I  fpirits,  and  the  ten  per  cent,  on  the  alTefled  taxes,  would 
\p*ii  in  a  far  greater  proportion  by  the  metropolis  than  the 
fatly, 

Mr.  Pttli  conceived  that  the  tax  would,  if  it  were  lowered  Mr.Peele. 
thaff,  be  made  general,  and  no  exception  allowed.  Thus, 
had  of  threepence  a  bufhel,  to  pay   but  three   halfpence. 
«rasa  facl  which  had  come  within  his  own  knowledge,  that 
Wic  brewers  increafed  greatly   in  this  country,  and   that 
Prate  breweries  were  as  greatly  on  the  decline.     The  pub- 
brewer  had  a  refource  to  anfwer  any  additional  tax  on  him; 
teocld  raife  the  price  of  his  beer,  and  lower  its  quality.  He 
i not  conceive  that  the  riches  of  a  country  confided  in  the 
Itat  of  territory,  or  the  multitude  of  people,  but  in  their 
fcrior  induftry,  which  fo  much  the  better  fupplied  them 
ik  the  neceflaries  of  life ;  and  to  this  it  was  owing,  that 
umr  Britain,  eight  millions  of  people  were  better  fupport- 
1  than  twice  that  number  in  a  neighbouring  countrj. 
kr.  Cwrttnay  declared,  that   in  Norfolk  the  tax  on  malt      Mr. 
pre  had  opprefled  the  private  brewery   fo  much,  as  to  put  Courtenay* 
:«nd  to  it  in  many  inflances;  and  if  the  prefent  tax  were 
ifledsn,  the  farmers,  inftead  of  allowing  their  labourers 

beer 
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beer  upon  certain  occafions,  would  be  obliged  to  give  them 
money;  the  confequence  of  which  would  be,  their  going  t* 
.    the  alehoufe.     He,  therefore,  hoped,  that  thofe  gentlemen' 
who  proteded  our  game,  and  the  morals  of  the  people,  wooif 
caufe  the  proclamation  againft  breaking  of  the  Sabbath,  ttc^ 
to  he  pailed  up  in  all  the  alehoufes  throughout  the  countrd 
becaufe,  as  the  labouring  order  of  the  people  would  naturaujf 
refort  to  the  public  houleon  Saturday  night,  they  might  ptsf 
pare  l hem felves  for  the  pious  fervice  of  the  enfuing  day,  by  I 
perufal  of  the  proclamation  while  they  were  drinking  thdj 
liquor.     Mr.  Courtenay  trufted  that,  mori  efpecially  fim 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  obliged  Spnnifh  jealod 
to  take  the  great  Spanifti  padlock  off  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
opened  the  inmoft  recedes  to  the  vigorous  embraces  of  Brit 
feamen,  and  the  enterprifing  fplrit  of  our  merchants  and  Ii 
Aldermen,  the  labouring  poor  would  refort  to  the  alef 
to  drink  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  health,  as  they 
necefTarily  imagine  that  the  prefent  taxes  were  meant  as 
memoration  taxes,  to  remind  them  of  the  glorious  cow 
tion,  and  to  lead  them  to   fuppofe  that  not  only  that 
made  on  purpofe  for  them,  but  all  the  expeoces  incurt 
merely  to  oblige  them. 
Mf.V\ner      Mr.  Vynr  remarked,  that  although   many  acknowta 
ments  were   due  to   the  Alinifter  for  the  convention  « 
Spain,  and  his  conduct  refpefting  the  plan  of  paying  offi 
capital  of  t^eexpence  incurred,  and  not  leaving  it  tofutoi 
to  be  difcharged,  he  could  not  avoid  ohje&ing  againft  the 
on  malt,  which,  as  a  noble  Lord  had  a  few  nights  ag'itatt 
nearly  raifeJ  four  millions  of  money  annually. 
Mr.  Coke      |\ir>  Coke  (of  Norfolk)  declared,  that    if  time  were  gn 
for  it,  he  was  perfuaded  that,  inftruftions  would  be  lent 
their  conftituents  from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  for  theffl! 
o;>nofe  the  tax.     He  therefore  hoped  it  would  not  pafsiiiil 
law.     An  honourable  gentleman,    Mr.   Coke  obferved. 
fugjefted  a  tax  on  dogs.     He  fiiouIJ,  he  faid,  be  aflefled 
ir  ;  but  he  would  much  fooner  that  fuch  a  tax    (hould 
pla*e,  than  the  prefent  tax  on  malt.     He  could  not  agree  w 
his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Vyner)  as  to  the  Spanifli  conw 
tion  ;  he  thought  it  a  fruitleft<:onvention,  and  that  thear 
ment  had  been  unnecetTary.     Iieconfefled  he  did  not  like 
Minifter;  he  had  never  given  hin>/his  confidence;  he  di 
lieved  what  that  right  honourable  gentleman  faid,  and  Ke 
of  opinion  that  the  Minifter  had  univerfaily  deceived 
Public. 
Sir  Edw.       Sir  Edtvard  Knatchbull  j(who  approved  of  the  tax  on 
K natch-    remarked,  that  he  reprefented  a  great  body  of  conflit 
bull.         who  would  be  opprefled  by  the  malt  tax*     He  therefore 
ed  it  were  not  'per fitted  in. 
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Sk  Charles  Bunbury  thought  the  late  armament  unnecefla-  SirCharles 
rily  cxpenfive-     He  could  not  conceive  that    the   King  of  Bunbury. 
Spain,  feeing  our  great  power,  our  alliance  with    Holland, 
and  the  fituation  of  France,  ever  had  entertained  ferious 
ideas  of  going  to  war  with  us.     So  far  had  he  been  from  ima- 
gining that  malt  would  bear  an  additional  duty,  that  he  had 
\   entertained  a  defign  of  moving  to  repeal  fome  of  the  exifting 
I  taxes  on  malt.     Adverting  to  the  piefent  fituatron  of  the 
J  poor  and  lower  order  of  the  people,  he  remarked,  that  rent 
[  was  high,  meat  dear,  fuel  difficult  to  be  obtained,  and  every 
T  neceflary  of  life  enhanced  confiderably  in  its  price.     That 
was  the  cafe  in  Suffolk,  where  the  wife  and  children  cf  the 
'cottagers*  flnce  the  Commutation  tax,  fcarcely  ever  I  a  fled 
at,  but  lived  chieily  on  tea  and  bread  and  butter,  and  the 
>hufband  went  to  an  alehouie*     He  would  ndvite  the  Ho^fe  to 
cm  their  eyes  from  an  callern  to  a  weftem  county,  (Devon) 
□itful  in  foil*  fruitful  in  b?er,  fruitful  in  Members  of  Par- 
ar,  and  fruitful    in   apples.     In  his  opinion,  ft  nee  th<j 
trxpeuces  wtrc  f.iid  to  be  tor  the  benefit  of  all,  the  com - 
I  beverage  of  all  mould  be  taxed  alike  ;  if  the  beverage  of 
i  fet  of  people  be  toxed,  the  beverage  of  all  fhould  be  (a 
ifej  cyder  as  well  as  ale.     Formerly,  he  wa*aw;ire  thac 
ai  had  been  Impofed  on  cyder,  and  afterwards  repealed,  on 
sdifguft  the  people  then  took  Jo  the  principles  of  the  Excife 
Hi  every  Knglifhman   thinking  his   houfe,  hii  caftMe J  but 
*  feme  re  lift  n  nee  would  not,  he  believed,  be  made  nnv,  be- 
ifc  he  under  hood  that,  during  the  lull  Parliament,  fome 
afands  cf  perfons,  concerned  in  the  manufacture  of  fmiff 
L  tobacco,  had  I  een  put  under  the  Excife  laws,  and  had 
itiejitly   fubmhtcd   to   them.     Why,  then,  might  not  the 
auti&ure  of  cyder  be  exceed  alio?     As  it  was  generally 
cfled  thateverv  gentleman  whoobjecled  to  one  tax,  fhould 
geft  another,  he  begged  leave  to  recommend  afhunpduty 
►  weights  and  meafures.     Such  a  duty  would  prov^  ufeful 
h  a  double  point  of  view;    it  would   produce  an  aid  to  the 
tevenue,  and  it  would  lee u re  ro  th:-fe  who  paid  fo  much  taxrs 
■  what  they   purchafed,  an    honcft  and    full  proportion  of 
"at  they  paid  for*     An   honourable   Uarom-i,  b*r  Charles 
p  had  done  himfelf  great  credit,  by  the  pins  he  had  taken 
lii*  fubject  in  the  laft  Parliament,  but  unfortunately  he 
("not  weight  enough  to -carry  the  meafure. 

Mr  Chancellor  Pitt  ohfervedj  that  with  regard   to  the  Mr-  Pitt. 

1  quttlion,  it  certainly  would  be  for  his  in  ere  ft,  if  be 

i  carry  the  meafure  Without  incurring  any  ibare  of  un- 

ohmy.     But  un  pica  fa  nt  as  it  muft,  at  all  times,  be  for 

(binding  in  his  inuation  to   hazard  the  rifdue  of  po- 

*t  odium,  he  fhould  aver  confider  what  his  duty  demanded, 

titan  confute  what  was  rnoft  likely  to  contribute  to  his 

FOL.XXVIU.  CU  per- 
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perfonal  eafe  or  his  perfonal  intereft.     Nothing  he  had  heard 
that  day,  weighed  fufficiently  with  him  to  induce  him  to  al- 
ter his  opinion  on  the  fubjedT: ;  he  muft  take  the  fenfeofthc 
Houfe  upon  the  queftion,  if  it  were  neceffary  ;  nor  could  he 
hringhimfelf  to  believe,  that  fo  very  fmall  an  addition  to  the 
duties  on  malt  already  paid,  as  rather  more  than  a  farthing 
per  gallon  on  the  better  fort  of  beer,  and  not  more  thanone- 
thitd  of  a  farthing  per  gallon  on  the  fmall  beer,  could  be  at- 
tended with  ferious  effect  to  any  defcription  of  perfons,  rich 
or  poor,  and  the  more  efpecially,  as  it  was  merely  to  be  tem- 
porary, and  to  ex  id  but  for  a  fliort  period  of  time.    Gentle-; 
men,  adverting  to  what  had  fallen  from  a  noble  Lord  a  few 
evenings  fmce,  had  obferved,  that  malt   already  paid  three; 
millions  and  a  half,  nearly  half  the  intereft   of  the  national 
debt,  and  that  therefore  more  ought  not  to  be  levied  on  that: 
article.     If  fuch  were  the  principle  on  which  gentlemen  res 
foned,  they  deceived  themfelve^  in  refpect  to  theprefentl 
At  this  emergency,  8oo,oool.  was  propofed  to  be  raifed, 
he  took  about  i:o,oool.  of  that  fum  from  malt,  which  w* 
by  no  means  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  money  which 
malt  already  yielded.     Mr.  Pitt    took  notice  of  what  hi 
fallen  from  Mr.  Peele  refpecTmg  the  reduction  of  the  taxi 
malt,  and  taking  it  generally.     He  faid,  that  an  honoup 
friend  of  his,  (Mr.  Rofe)  had  ftiewn,   that  the  public  brq 
paid  fo  much  more  than  the  private  brewery,  and  that  tl 
was   no  lefs   than   a  million  "fterling  in  favour  of  the  lattt 
Another  gentleman  had  faid,  why  not  lay  a  tax  on  dogsU 
would  tell  the  honourable  gentleman  ;  becaufe,  having  fullj 
confidered  it,  he  could  i\ot   fee  by  what   means   fuch  a  taij 
couUl  be  impofed,  fo  as  to   avoid  evafion  and  make  it  pn»j 
dudiive.     He  had  heard  of  an  intention  to  take  dogs  as  a  M 
rochialtax,  and  appropriate  the  produce  in  aid  of  thepow 
rate.     Whenever  any  practical   plan  of  that  kind  fhouldi 
offered  to  the  Houfe,  he  would   pay  it  due  attention.    All 
other  gentleman  had  obferved,  that  they  muft  turn  their  ey( 
from  the  eaft  to  the  weft,  and  tax  cyder,  and  that  the  objeC 
tion  to  the  Excife  laws  had  been  of  late  done  away  by  the  tl 
bacco  bill.     Not  having  (at  in  the  late  Parliament,  theh^ 
nourable  Baronet  might  havefa'len  into  the  error  fo  induitf| 
oufly  circulated,  ar.d  imagined  that  fome  thoufands  of  tohaij 
coni-fts,  who  were  never  fo  before,  were  then  fubjecledtotkj 
Excife  laws.     The  facl  was,  only   a   few  hundreds,  befidjj 
thofeof  the  trade,  who   were  before  under  the  Excife  lafrtj 
weie  fo  fubjedied.  I 

Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  ri^ht  hjj 

Sheridan,  nourable  gentleman  had  not  offered  one  argument  of  fu« 
cient  weight  to  refute  the  many  ftrong  objections  which hi 
been  fo  forcibly  urged  by  different  gentlemen  that  day.    M 
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honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Drake)  had  fpoken  very  feelingly* 
and  painted  fcenes  which  had  convinced  him,  that  the  pooreft 
people  in  the  kingdom,  were  thofe  who  ftood  moil  in  need 
of  friends  in  that  Houfe.  Of  the  truth  of  that  fentiment, 
Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  he  had  long  been  coityinced,  and  hefhould 
be  extremely  happy  to  fee  the  tad  reverfed.  The  honourable 
gentleman,  however,  had  recommended  it  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  give  up  the  additional  tax  on  malt,  left 
that  among  the  poor  orders  of  the  people  the  Downfall  of  the 
Minifter  fhould  become  a  prevalent  toaft.  As  the  people  in 
the  county,  the  chief  town  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
reprefent,  would  be  very  materially  affefted  by  the  tax,  Mr. 
Shtridan  faid,  he  had  little  doubt,  if  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  perfifted  in  obftinateiy  adhering  to  it,  that  toaft 
was  moil  likely  to  be  adopted  and  recorded  on  the  pottery  of 
Mr.  W  edgyrood.  The  honourable  gentleman,  he  obferved, 
had  faid,  that  the  tax  was  to  be  but  temporary ;  but  malt 
was  the  very  worft  article  that  could  have  been  chofen  for  a 
temporary  tax,  fince  the  malt  duty  had,  within  the  laft  two 
or  three  years,  fallen  confiderably  fhort  of  its  produce.  For- 
merly, it  raifed  feven  hundred  and  fifty  thou  fund  pounds, 
twhereas,  by  the  different  oppreffions  impofed  of  late  years 
i  through  the  medium  of  additional  duties,  the  fum  produced 
had,  by  degrees,  funk,  year  after  year.  As  to  the  connec- 
tion between  the  taxes  and  the  fubjeft  of  the  convention,  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  muft  permit  him  to  fay,  that 
when  they  were  laying  frefli  burdens  on  the  people,  they,  on 
that  fide  of  the  Houfe,  who  had  all  along,  argued  againft  the 
caufeand  the  confequences  of  the  meflnge  to  Parliament,  laft 
feffion,  who  had  contended  that  what  had  happened  did  not 
call  for  fo  high-toned  a  language  as  had  been  ufed,  that  the 
fnbjedl  of  the  quarrel  did  not  juflify  the  expences  aifd  prepa- 
rations which  had  been  gone  into  and  gotten  ready,  and  that 
the  convention  was  the  worft  convention  ever  made,  they 
could  not  be  expected  to  admit  the  taxes  propofkl  were  to  be 
received  implicitly,  and  all  objection  fmothered  on  account 
of  that  meafure,  which  having  taken  place,  rendered  new 
taxes  indifpenfably  necefTary.  With  regard  to  a  tax  on  dogs, 
propofed  by  an  honourable  gentleman  behind  him,  ( Mr.  Coke) 
although  what  had   fallen  from  that  gentleman  did  credit  to  > 

his  diGntereftednefs,  Mr.  Sheridan  laid,  he  was  perfuadtd 
foch  a  tax  was  pot  practicable,  but  there  were,  he  had  no 
dtubt,  other  taxes  to  be  found,  which  would  prove  lefs  liable  1 

toobjeclion,  and  at  the  lame  time  would  raife  the  deficiency  j 

which  giving   up  the  malt  tax  would  qccafion.     For  that,  • 

and  the  various  obje&ions  which  had  been  ftated  rjy  different  i 

gentlemen,  he  really  wifhed  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ( 

would  confent  to  forego  the.  addition  to  the  malt  tax,  and  as  [ 

Qjl  2  he  ' 


he  was  thoroughly  perfuaded,  that  when  it  was* properly  coa- 
fidered,  it  would  be  feen  in  the  light  in  which  he  had  placed 
it,  as  a  tax  likely  to  be  attended  with  many  bad  confequences, 
he  had  defigned  to  make  a  motion,  "  That  the  bill  be  read 
"  that  day  fix  months;"  but  he  would  only  move  to  amend 
the  motion,  by  leaving  out  the  word  u  now,"  and  inferring  j 
the  words,  "  Monday  the  feventh  of  February."  J 

Mr.Bullcr      Mr.  Bullet  declared,  that  he  had  approved  the  convention, 
but  thought  the  tax  not  likely  to  anfwer  the  Minifter's  pur- 
pofe,  and  obje&ionable  on  a  variety  of  accounts.     He  ihould 
therefore  oppofe  it ;  and  if  a  tax  on  cyder  was  propofed,  he 
fhould  be  equally  ftrenuous  in  his  oppofition  to  that,  becaufe 
he  had  no  idea  of  laying  taxes  that  bore  only  partially  on  one 
description  of  perfons,  when  the  expences  that  were  to  be  de- 
frayed^  had  been  incurred  with  a  view  to  the  general  benefit 
of  the  kingdom.     He  lived  in  a  weftern  county,  and  well 
knew  that  a  tax  on  cyder  could  not  be  impofed,  without  oc- 
cafioning  infinite  diftrefs,  and  from  the  manner  in  which  alone 
it  could  be  collected,  without  creating  great  confufion  in  that 
part  of  the  kingdom;  he  fliould,  for  that  reafon,  were   fuch 
a  meafure  brought  forward,  object  to  it,  and  to  any  tax  pro- 
pofed  in  that  Houfe  liable  to  fimilar  objections. 
Mr.  Mr^Afartin  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  faid  that  he 

Martin,  thought  one  (hilling  a  year  for  each  dog  would  be  produ&tve, 
without  proving  oppreffive.  Noblemen  who  kept  two-and-  .j 
fifty  couple  of  fox-hounds,  would  have  but  five  pounds  a  year 
to  pay,  and  the  poorer  man,  who  kept  but  a  fingle  dog,  would 
have  only  a  (hiUing. 
"Mr.  Noel  Mr  Noel  Edwards  faid,  there  was  a  fubjefl  of  taxation 
Edwards.  tnat.  had  never  yet  been  taken  up,  which  he  conceived  would 
raife  a  confiderable  fum,  and,  at  the  fame  time,  prove  a  na- 
tional benefit,  and  that  was  a  tax  on  coffins.  At  prefent,  it 
was  the  praflice,  from  motives  of  vanity,  to  make  an  ufelefs 
parade  at  the  funeral  of  mod  people;  a  fairer  objeft,  then, 
furely'  could  not  befeledted  to  raife  a  revenue  from  the  empty 
pomp  of  furviving  individuals;  and  another  reafon  which 
proved  it  to  be  a  wife  meafure,  was,  that  as  moft  of  the 
•coffins  of  thofe,  whofe  families  could  afford  it,  were  made  of 
oak,  the  tax  would  check  the  praftice,  and  more  elm  coffins 
»  would  be  made  than  heretofore,  which  would  fave  a  confi- 

derable quantity  of  fo  valuable  a  wood  as  oak,  for  the  more 
important  fervice  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  ohferved,  that  the  queflion  whether  the  intended 
|  additional  tax  on  malt  was  likely  to  prove  either  a  good  or  a 

bad  tax,  was  not  a  queflion  which  turned  upon  opinion,  but 
a  queflion  of  fa£h  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  de- 
fended the  tax,  by  faying  that  the  additional  duty  to»  that 
already  impofed,  was  fo  fmall  that  itcouJd  fcarcely  be  felt  at 

all, 
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all,  and  that  it  would  do  no  injury  to  the  private  brewery, 
whereas  a  number  of  gentlemen,  who  lived  more  in  the 
country  than  he  did,  and  much  more  than  the  duties  of  the 
[Tight  honourable  gentleman's  office  would  permit  him  to  do, 
Ittdwho,  confequently,  were  more  likely  to  be  acquainted 
ftritb  the  truth  than  either  the  right  honourable  gentleman  or 
hewaj,  had  declared,  from  their  own  knowledge,  that  the 
h&  was  orherwife,  that  the  additions  to  the  malt  tax,  which 
had  been  bid  already,  had  io  nearly  turned  the  balance,  that 
a  wk  intended  addition  was  likely  to  weigh  it  down,  and  de- 
fboj  the  private  breweries  (where  it  muft  be  moft  the  wiih 
rfpvery  man  that  they  mould  not  be  deftroyed)  in  the  fa* 
Jiilies  of  the  hard-working  poor.  Had  gentlemen  fuch  per- 
Afi  confidence  in  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  they 
Bought  his  intelligence,  which  he  muft  neccfiarily  obtain  at 
nod  hand,  fo  free  from  fufpicion,  that  they  might  fafely 
Hy  on  it,  and  that  fufpicion  could  more  properly  attach  to 
Be  informal  ion  which  fo  many  country  gentlemen  had  given 
■eHaufe,  declaredly  from  their  own  knowledge  r  Mr.  Fox 
mL  he  thought  the  prelent  one  of  thofe  inftances  like  the 
ftp  tax,  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  obftinate 
■h  adegreeof  perfevenmee,  inconfiftent,  in  his  mind,  «  th 
■Kkrce  and  good  fenfe.  The  right  honourable  gentleman, 
Iw3*true,  had,  when  he  propofed  the  {hop  rax,  fnid,  that 
Br  couJd  be  convinced  that  it  would  fall  on  the  {hop  keeper, 
-SB not  the  confumer,  he  would  give  it  up.  71iat  was  fair; 
■  unfortunately  it  was  four  years  before  the  right  honour- 
lit  gentleman  was  convinced,  although  he  had  been  told  by 
iMthem,  from  the  firft*  that  it  would  fall  upon  the  ihop- 
mpety  and  at  la  ft  he  was  obliged  to  give  it  up  hin.frlf,  con- 
JBng,  that  the  fliopkeepers  having  per  fi  fled  fo  long  in  de- 
pong  that  the  tax  fell  on  them,  was  a  proof  that  he  had  been 
Milken  in  his  reafoning,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  repealed, 
K>  Fox  declared  that,  for  his  part,  he  was  then  ready  to 
•B  his  opinion,  hut  he  faw  no  objection  to  put  the  fecond 
Kcgof  the  hill  off  till  after  the  holidays,  by  which  time 
iBught  be  afcertained,  by  inquiry,  whether  the  faft  with 
.Btrd  tn  the  probable  effrdl  of  t lie  tax,  was  as  the  right  ho- 
■Table  gentleman  had  ftated  it,  or  as  it  had  been  ffcated  by 
■ft gentlemen  who  were  fo  much  more  hkely  to  he  belter 
■hned  oti  the  fubjefi.  At  any  rate,  it  was  he:tcr  to  ah- 
Br  for  a  while  from  laying  a  rax,  than  to  have  it  10  repeal 
Kit  had  been  irnpefed.  With  regard  to  the  propofed  tax 
sVogs  though  he  had  the  utmuit  relpeft  for  every  thing 
,B  til  from  tijC  honourable  gentleman  behind  him,  yet  he 
Bown  he  had  not  the  fmalJeft  idea  that  fuch  a  lax  could, 
.Boy  mode  of  collection  or  regulation,  be  rendered  pioduc- 
9 10  facta  a  degree,  as  to  be  nude  to  yield  any  confider able 
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fum.  As  the  malt  tax  was  given  for  fomething  batter  thai; 
lOOjOOOI.,  or  an  eighth  part  of  the  whole  money  to  be  raife^ 
he,  for  one,  would  give  his  confent  that  the  other  le(sexcc£; 
tionable  taxes  that  had  been  propofed,  fhould  be  contino " 
for  fome  time  longer  than  the  four  years,  rather  than  1 
the  malt  tax,  and  then  rejedk  it,  when  experience  had  pro* 
its  impolicy. 

Mr.  Pitt*       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  his  own  reafon  wl 

he  thought  they  ought  not  to  keep  off  the  proceeding  wij 

the  bill  after  the  holidays,  was,  becaufe  having  afcertaifl 

the  amount  of  the  expences  lately  incurred,  it  was  higt 

.    neceffary  that  they  fhould,  with  all  poffible  difpatch,  provi 

the  means  of  defray  ing  them  ;  and  another  reafon  was,  becaj 

the  feafon  of  the  year  happened  to  be  favourable  to  layingt 

taxes  fo  that  they  might  fpeedily  commence,  and  give  an  < 

portunity  for  railing  a  part  of  the  money  immediately.  W 

regard  to  what  had  been  faid  by  thofe  gentlemen,  who,  ffl 

living  in  the  country  more  than  other  gentlemen,  had  lfl 

opportunities  of  knowing  the  efieft  of  the  duties  on  malt, 

certainly  could  not  pretend  to  vie  with  them  in  refpe&tot 

fort  of  knowledge  of  the  fubjedt  which  depended  on  local' 

formation,  but  he  was  fofficienrly  convinced  of  the  fafl  rt 

tive  to  the  fmall  effeft  the  tax  would  have  on  the  better! 

the  fmaller  fort  of  beer. 

Mr.  Mr.  Pelbam  believed   tha,t  gentlemen  had  made  up  t 

Felham.  minds  on  the  fubjeft,  and  therefore  he  would  not  vote  (5 

fmall  delay,  but  for  putting  it  off  till  that  day  fix  rood 

The  laft  tax  on  malt  had  fuch  an  efledt,  that  mfcft  of  the 

▼ate  breweries  were  fuppreffed  by  it.     In  the  county  wj 

he  had  the  honour  to  reprefent,  and  in  which  he  lived, 

faft  was  the  fame  as  an  honourable  Baronet  had  reprefei 

it  to  be  in  an  eaftern  county ;   private,  breweries  had 

flopped  in  Suffex  as  well  as  in  Suffolk,  and  the  people  fb 

to  fubftitute  fpirits  inftead  of  beer,  which  not  only  was  I 

pernicious  to  the  health  of  individuals,  but  offered  the  grt 

encouragement  to  fmuggling  in  general.     In  Suffex,  an 

believed  it  would  be  found  to  be  the  cafe  in   moft  mad 

counties,  there  were  people  who  went  about  felling  {pit! 

private  houfe?,  at  a  lower  price  than  it  was  poffible  ford 

to  brew  beer.     This  was  a  great  hurt  to  the  hufbandman 

farmer,  and  it  was  folely  owing  to  the  heavy  taxes  on  i 

The  worthy  Alderman,  (LeMcfurier,)  Mr.  relham  obfcf 

had  ftated  that  a  bufhel  of  malt  would  brew  thirty-fi* 

Ions  of  fmall  beer;  he  never  had  experienced  the  horn* 

tafting  any  of  the  Alderman's  fmall  beer,  but  it  mult  be1 

extraordinary  beverage,  fince  the  ufual  allowance* was 

bufliels  of  malt  to  brew  thirty-fix  gallons   of  table  1 

With  regard  to  the  proportion  of  revenue  raifed  by  duttetj 
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nail,  though  nearly  four  millions  were  obtained  one  way  and 

"tjDotber,  yet  only  about  8oo,oool.  were  raifed  immediately 

i  the  malt  con  fumed  in  the  brewery,  and  therefore  i20,OOol. 

ditiqnal  upon  that  fum,  was  a   much  greater  /proportion 
i  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  in  the  courfe  of  the 

„  ler  debate  ftated. 

Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mefuricr  begged  letfve  to  aflure  the  ho-  Mr.  Aid. 
1  (curable  gentleman  who  fpoke  lad,  that  he  had  not  faid  that  Le  Mefu* 
febuftiel  of  malt  would  brew  thirty- fix  gallons  of  table  beer,  "cr* 
bet  that  he  had  underftood  that  one  bufhe!  of  malt  was  nearly 
bough  to  brew  a  barrel  of  table   beer,  fuch    as  the  publit 
Itwer  fold  for   fourteen  ill il lings.     He  had  his  information 
voir  a  brewer  of  reputation,  who  had  Hated  to  him  that  eight 
■hell of  malt  would  brew  fix  barrels  of  table  beer.     The 
IHennan  begged  the  Hon fe  to  recoiled,  that  he  was  not 
liking  of  the  noble  October  or  March  beer,  about  which 
hey  had  all  heard  fo  much,  but  about  the  fmail  beer,  which 
piery  man  was  glad  to  meet  with.  X 

Mr,  Cvurtenay  rofe  to   remark,  that  if  what  the  worthy      Mr. 
lUerman  had  ftated  was  trde,  that  one  bufhel  of  matt  would  Courttnty 
lew  thirty- fix  gallons  of  beer,  it  was  an  unanfwerable  ar- 
pinerit  againft  the  new  tax. 

1  Mr*  Pulimey  faggefted,  that  as  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr. 
kman,  in  all  probability,  received  his  information  from  the  Puluney. 
^ewers,  and  as  they  were  cbvioufly  interefted  in  averting 
Be  tax  from  themselves,  and  throwing  it  upon  the  private 
lew  cry,  they  might  give  falfe  intelligence  to  the  right  ho- 
rinrable  gentleman,  and  it  was  not  unlikely  tirat  hil  tource 
f  information  was  corrupted.  It  was  not  in  the  country  as 
a  town,  that  there  was  always  a  public  brewer  at  hand,  and 
be  poorer  fort  of  people,  who  bad  families,  often  ttf&d  ;it 
bedfllance  of  eight  or  ten  miles  from  a  common  brewer,  fo 
tut  the  expence  of  fetching  their  berr  would  amount  to  more 
ban  the  difference  of  an  iiicreafe  of  duty,  whether  the  pro- 
prtion  were  no  larger  than  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
u  ftated  it  to  be-  He  could  nor,  however,  help  fufpeffcing 
pi  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  calculation  was  erro- 
pn& 

\  Mr.  Drake  took  notice  that  the  worthy  Alderman  had  Mr. Drake 
icntioneU  the  noble  old  October,  a  matter  now  out  of  quef- 
bn,  a  matter  which  he  lamented.  Mr.  Drake,  after  a  few 
Silences  upon  the  fad  effects  of  increafmg  the  malt  tax,  etf- 
turned,  "  Farewel  to  the  good  old  difh  of  good  old  limes  let 
f  before  good  old  men  ;  farewei  to  good  old  cheer,  and  a 
r  merry  ChriftmasP 

Mr.  Piumtr  faid,  that   the  tax,  he  was  perfuatled,  wruild      Mr. 
(OVe  efienr  rally  detrimental  to  t^e  morals  of  iT>e  people,  and   Plumcr. 
Dt  add  to  the  revenue  in  any  degree  ecrnai  to  the  right  ho- 
nourable 
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nouipble  gentleman's  expectations.  He  begged  to  know  it 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  meant  to  apply  the  new  tat 
to  the  flock  of  malt  in  hand  ? 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  this  queftion  woidf 
have  come  with  greater  propriety  when  the  bill  fhouldbe 
before  the  Committee ;  but  he  had  no  fcruple  to  fay,  he  ce* 
tainly  did  mean  to  apply  the  new  tax  to  the  flock  of  malt  cm 
,    hand* 

Mr.  Plumer  exprefled  his  concern  to  hear  it,  fincetl 
added  confiderably  to  the  oppreffion,  and  furnifhed  a  nx 
Jftd  a  forcible  objection  againft  the  bill. 

The  queftion  being  then  called  for,  the  Houfe  divide 
when  the  numbers  were,  that  the  word  "  now"  ftandparu 
the  queftion ;  ' 

Ayes,  126;  Noes,  91.     Majority  35. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  fecond  time,  and  committed  ft 
to-morrow.  ' 

Lord  Lord  Sheffield  h\&9  he  had  learnt  that  many  of  his  conn 

Sheffield,  tuents  were  much  alarmed  by  the  new  bill,  impofing  addj! 
onal  duties  on  rum  and  fpirits,  efpecially  by  that  claufe  whi 
fays  they  fliall  take  place  on  the  16th  inft.  paft,  and  whi* 
annuls  all  contracts  that  the  additional  duties  affect,  j 
men  of  honour,  they  could  not  avail  themfelves  of  this  leg 
dilcharge,  and  muft  fuffer  very  feverely.  He  added,  to 
his  conftituents  not  being  aware  of  the  unprecedented  raj 
dityofthe  Minifter's  proceedings  in  refpedt  to  the  taxe* 
queftion,  they  had  not  yet  fully  communicated  to  him  thj 
grievances.  He  ftiould,  probably,  therefore,  enter  fartb 
into  the  bufinefs,  when  it  came  to  the  Committee,  befd 
which  time,  poffibly  he  might  receive  fome  in'lruSions^- 
[Mr.  Pitt  relinquished  the  point  in  queftion  before  thefc 
came  to  the  Committee,  and  allowed  till  the  28thinft.1 
take  out  rum  that  had  been  warehoufed,  on  paying  the  0 
duty  only.] — He  fhould,  at  prefenr,  content  himfelf  wft 
adding,  in  refpect  to  rum,  that  that  article  had  been  alrofl 
a  drug,  and  fcarce  paid  the  expence  of  making  and  freight 
that  the  price  had  been  raifed  by  the  late  armament,  butwi 
not  likely  to  continue ;  that  it  was  by  no  means  a  favourB 
liquor  among  the  people,  but  was  running  into  difufe,  braffl 
being  preferred;  that  the  planters  depended  on  this  article  J 
pay  their  expences ;  that  they  had  fuffered  much  of  late  ye 
from  hurricanes,  and  that  they  were  now  fufferingun^erc 
which  blew  from  this  ifland ;  that  it  was  hardly  neceffary  I 
him  to  explain  that  he  alluded  to  proceedings  madly  contla' 
ed,  and  mifchievoufly  protracted,  relative  to  flavery. 
laid  the  word  madly  had  flipped  from'  him  ;  that  he  by 
means  meant  to  apply  it  particularly  to  the  conduct  of 
honourable  gentleman  who  had  taken  a  leadin  thebuCnefsj 
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but  perhaps  it  might  be  juflly  applied  to  a  rage  which  had 
gone  through  the  country,  attended  with  as  little  judgement, 
temper,  or  difcrimination,  as  could  be  expelled  in  any  hur- 
ricane that  ever  fwept  a  Weil  India  ifland; 

Tuefdajy  2  2d  December. 

.  In  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the  Malt-tax  billj 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  propofed  four  pence  per  barrel  as  the 
drawback  to  brewers* 
Mr.  Baker  contended  that  the  drawback  dught  to  be  four-  Mr.Bakef 
:e  halfpenny,  becaufe,  if  he  was  well  informed,  onebufhel 
2  half  of  malt  went  to  a  barrel  of  beer. 

Mr.  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  biewers  were  fatisfied  with  the 
'drawback  as  propofed. 

[    MuP/umery  arguing  againfl  theclaufe  which  attaches  the     Mr. 
duty  to  the  iiock  of  malt  on  hand  as  unfair,  added,  that  fe-  Plumer; 
feral  jierfons,  who,  in  the  ordinary  courfe  of  their  bufinefs, 
bad  3  cdnfiderable  flock  in  hand,  or  in  preparation,  might 
pt;ha|fc  hi ve  rather  leiTened  than  infcreafed  their  flock,  had 
they  heen  aware  of  the  additional  duty. 

Mr.  Rofe  dbferredj  that  if  fuch  taxes  were  not  to  have  aMr.lloto 
■otl  retrofpeS,  thefirft  mention  of  them  would  prove  a  fort 
•f  earning  to  provide  a  very  large  flock,  which  would  be 
fcld  at  an  advance  proportioned  to  the  additional  duty,  and 
&e  money  levied  on  theconfumer,  without  coming  into  the 
fcichequer ;  and  as  a  drawback  wds  to  be  allowed  to  brewers, 
Without  a  retrofped,  it  might  Be  allowed  on  beer  brewed  from 
Halt  which  had  not  paid  the  duty  to  countervail  which  it 
■V  granted. 

A  new  claufe  was  brought  up,  limiting  the  duration  of  the 
tai  to  the  period  when  the  aggregate  produce  of  the  taxes 
£uil  amount  to  i,6oo,oool. 

igainft  this  it  was  objected,  that  the  failure  of  the  other 
jtiitt  might  render  this  tax  of  longer  duration  than  was  at 
Aril  intended;  fuppofing  the  tax  itfelf  to  be  productive. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  admitted,  that  fome  of  the  other  taxes  Mr.  Pitt; 
would  be  lefs  productive  than  he  had  at  firfl  calculated ;  but 
the  principle  of  duration  was  originally  flated  on  the  aggregate 
produce,  and  this,  he  had  every  reafon  to  believe,  would  not 
ilJfhort  of  8oo,6ooi.  a  year* 

The  report  was  ordered  to  be  received  to-morrow. 

In  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the  additional  Spi- 
M-duty  bill, 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  it  had  been  intended  to  take  the 
toy  on  rum  from  the  i6thof  December ;  but  on  account  of 
4e  inconvenience  flated,  it  was  to  commence  from  th« 
iJtL 

The  report  Was  ordered  to  be  received  to-morrow. 

Vol.  XXVIH.  Rr  Mr. 


Mr.  Fox*      Mr.  Fox  condemned  the  retrofpe&  of  the  bill  by  which 
the  additional  duty  is  charged  on  the  affeflment  of  the  laft 
half  year.    It  was,  he  obferved,  unfair  to  evade  a  tax,  biit 
perfectly  fair  for  any  man  to  avoid  it,  by  discontinuing  iSm*. 
ufe  of  the  article  taxed ;  but  here  this  option  was  taken  away,  j 
and  a  man  was  to  pay  an  additional  duty,  not  for  the  fervantV3 
horfes,  and  carriages  which  he  actually  kept,  but  foe  thofe  j 
which  he  had  kept  before  he  had  heard  of  the  duty* 
Mr.  Pitt.        Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  laft  afTeflment 

taken  as  the  criterion  on  which  the  additional  duty  was  to  I 
afleffed,  which  had  always  been  done  on  fimilar  occafions* 
Mr.  Baker  propofed  a  quarter,  inftead  of  half  a  year,  wlT 
was  negatived. 

A  claufe  was  added,  to  oblige  the  colle&ors  of  this  tax*  jf 
the  feveral  diftri&s,  to  give  fecurity,  if  required)  in  the 
manner  as  the  collectors  of  the  land  tax. 

The  report  was  ordered  to  be  received  on  the  morrow, 
Mr.  Mr.  Hippefley  rofe  to  make  the  motion  of  which  he 

Hippeflcy  given  notice  on  Thurfday  laft.     He  faid,  his  obje&  was 
only  to  put  a  few  queftions  to  a  right  honourable  gentlec 
(Mr.  Dundas)  which  have  tended  to  fatisfy  his  doubts 
refpeft  to  the  origin  of  the  war. 

With  refpe&  to  the  prefent  motion,  the  Houfe  had  ech 
back  His  Majefty's  fpeech  in  its  whole  extent,  fubje&  to 
ture  difcumon.     A  part  of  it  had  been  di  feu  fled,  and  he  i 
cerely  wifhed  the  former  motion  for  papers  had  been  cotoj 
hen  five  enough  to  embrace  the  prefent  inquiry.     As  theJ 
to  move  it  had  fallen  to  himfelf,  he  mould  fubrait  what. 
had  to  offer  under  the  corre&ion  of  the  right  honourable  \ 
learned  gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  whofe  fituation  gave 
great  advantages  of  information,  as  well  as  of  other  j_ 
men  whofe  local  knowledge  and  refidence  in  India  made  tl 
very  competent  to  form  a  correfk  judgement. 

Mr.  Hippefley  requefted,  that  the  part  of  His  Maj* 
fpeech  which  related  to  India,  might  be  read : 

"  You  will  have  obferved,  with  concern,  the  interrupt 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  tranquillity  of  our  Indian  _ 
feflions,  in  confequence  of  the  unprovoked  attack  on  an  a 
of  the  Britifh  nation.     The   refpe&able  (tate,  however, 
the  forces  under  the  direction  of  the  Government  there, 
the  confidence  in   the  Britifh  name,  which  the  fyflem 
fcribed  by  Parliament  has  eftablifhed  among  the  native  pcH 
in  India,  afford  the  mod  favourable  profpeft  of  bringing 
conteft  to  a  fpeedy  and  fuccefsful  conclufion." 

He  then  begged,  to  ftate  the  h£t  to  which  he  prefumed  1 
part  of  His  Majefty's  fpeech  applied. 
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*  The  Rajah  of  Travancore  negociates  the  purchafe  of  the 
fbrtofCranganore,  and  Accottah  of  the  Dutch. — Tippoo 
Sultan  obje&s  to  the  purchafe.     The  Rajah   perfifts,  and 
Tippoo  endeavours  to  repel  it  by  open  hoftility."     This  was, 
frtm  facie,  the  ftate  of  the  cafe;*but  tome  circurn (lances, 
CDtineded  with  the  tranfa&ion,  muft  alfo  be  ftated,  to  give 
tits  proper  colour.     About  two  years  fince,  the  Rajah  ap- 
plied for  two  of  our  battalions  to  he  itationed  in  his  country, 
which  was  granted.     Abcut  this  time,  probata*  j,  he  firft  me- 
ditated the  a  com  fit  ion  of  the  forts.     The  officer  who  com- 
•fnnded  this  detachment  wrote  to  Sir  Achibald  Campbell, 
then  Governor  of  Madras,  flat ing  the  advantages  which  the 
tcquifition  of  Cranganore  and  Accottah  would  be  of  to  the 
Itajah.    Sir  A.  C.  immediately  exprefled  his  dire&  difappro- 
ttonof  the  meafure,  anticipating,  probably,  the  mifchief 
idental  to  fuch  a  tranfadUon.  No  more  was  heard  of  Cran- 
lorc  during  Sir  Af  C.'s  government.     But  foon  after  Sir 
Chad  left  India,  the  Rajah  himfelf  wrote  to  his  fuccef- 
',  (Mr.  Holland)  that  he  had  completed  the  purchafe  of 
nganore,  and  agreeably  to  the  approbation  of  the  former  Go- 
ttnent. 

Tippoo  Sultan,  in  confequen^e  of  this  purchafe,  marched 
'Wards  the  Travancore  lines — threatening  an  attack  if  the 
lUjah  would  not  relinqnifli  the  poffeffion  of  the  forts  in  quef- 
in* — the  Rajah  refuted, — and  Tippoo  commenced  hoftili- 

f  After  the  attack  of  the  lines,  Mr.  Hlppefley  obferved,  that 
Kppoo  wrote  an  apology  for  his  conduct  torur  Government, 
Iftbring  his  wifh  to  continue  in  friendship  with  the  Englifii, 
lid  to  avoid  any  caufe  of  offence  towards  them.  It  is  even 
Drted>  that  he  offered  to  leave  the  fubjetft  to  arbitration. 
)n  the  reprefentatlon  of  thefe  fails  to  the  Supreme  Go- 
oment,  their  opinion  is  ftated  to  have  betn — "  That  as 
tht  attack  had  been  made  by  Tippoo  in  per/bn3  and  as  he  knew 
I  We  wtxz  bound  hy  treaty  to  fupport  the  Rajah  of  Travancore, 
would  our  Government  accept  his  apology,  it  would  amount 
lft  a  declaration  of  our  weaknefs  to  all  the  powers  of  Hin- 
Mhn  m 

I  From  this  ftatement,  which  had  been  very  credibly  vouch- 
-M  to  him,  Mr.  H.  conceived  that  it  was  probable  Tippoo 
Stltart  might  be  lets  blameable  than  we  were  aware  of,  if  not 
ftricih  jultifiable;  and  confequently  that  our  hoftite  htttrfc- 
«*fif  might  not  be  fo  well  adapted  to  conciliate  and  illuftrate 
the  /j/?mlaid  down  for  the  better  government  of  India,  Mr, 
B.  hoped  he  fhould  not  be  considered  as  undertaking  the^- 
1*4  defence  of  Tippoo  Sultan  :  he  confidered  himfelf  rather 
*  an  advocate  for  the  honour  and  juftice  of  the  Britifti  na- 
He  admitted  the  claim  of  Tippoo  to  the  epithet  of  a 
R  r  2  mercilef* 
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fnerctlefs  tyrant ;  the  tyrant,  neverthelefs,  had  bis  rights, 
and  confequently  his  wrongs,  in  common  with  oilier  men !   < 

It  wpuld  be  neceflary,  he'  obferved,  to  examine  the  local 
fituation  of  that  part  of  the  coaft  of  Malabar  whiph  involve! 
the  prefent  contention.  He  could  have  wiflied  for  the  advan- 
tage of  a  cor  reft  atlas  on  the  table,  which  he  thought  at  any 
rate  would  be  a  valuable  acq  ui  fit  ion  to  the  Houfe,  as  the  re- 
ference to  fuch  a  code,  in  confequence  of  the  late  convention, 
would  probably  be  more  frequent  than  to  our  ftatute  books.* 

Cranganore  was  feated  north  of  the  territory  of  Travan* 
fore,  and  of  Cochin.  Cochin  had  indifputably  been  tribal 
tary  to  Hydef  Ally,  a,nd  he  believed  it  was  to  Tippoo  Sol 
tan.  Cranganqre  probably  might  be  in  the  fame  predid 
ment;  the  prefumption  certainly  was  in  favour  of  fuch i 
fuppofition,  as  moft  of  the  little  Raj  ah  (hips  on  that  part  4 
the  coaft  were,  at  fome  tinie  or  other,  tributary  to  tW 
power.  Cranganore  was  certainly  in  the  poffefiion  pf  (i 
Dutch  ;  ftill  it  might  owe  fealty  to  Tippoo. 

In  attempting  the  purchafe  of  this  fortrefs,  what  motii 
{hort  of  ambition,  could  have  influenced  the  Hajah  of  Ti 
vancore  ?  At  any  rate,  Tippoo  could  not  \iew  fuch  a  trail 
aftion  with  indifference.  In  the  hands  of  a  a  neutral  tradiflj 
Company  (the  Dutch)  it  was  of  little  import;  but  in  tt 
poffeiTion  of  an  aftive  ally  of  theBritifh  Government,  Cral 
ganore  aflumed  a  very  d iff/ rent  appearance. 

Let  it  be  fuppofed,  for  a  moment,  that  we  had  trans! 
Anjengo,  vrhjch  we  poflefs   in  the  Travancore  country* < 
Tippoo  Sultan.     Would  not  tjte  Rajah  of  Tiayancore  hw 
caufe  of  complaint,  and  even  of  refinance  ! 

Let  us  take  a  cafe  nearer  home— We  had,  within  a  & 
days,  heard  much  of  the  nice  point  of  honour,  of  the  p 
lantry,  of  the  chivalry  of  the  Spaniard !  Suppofe  we  were! 
transfer  the  pofleffion  of  Gibraltar  to  the  Moor  or  Algerw 
what  would  probably  he  the  feelings  of  the  Spaniard  on  ft 
a  transfer  ?    • 

Thofe  parallels,  Mr.  H,  obferved,  were  not  exaggerate 
and  would  ferve  as  clues  to  Tippoo  Yfehtiments  and  condui 
on  the  prefent  occafion. 

Travancore  was  fluted  as  the  ally  of  the  Bririfh  natii  ^ 
and  muft  at  all  events  be  protected.     She'  was  included  i 
pur  laft  treaty  with  Tippoo  Sultan,  where  the  contra&ii 
parties  have  hpund  themfelves  not  to "  affift  the  enemies,  n 
"  make  war  on  the  friends  of  each  o^her."     She  was  alfo  vi 
tually  included  in  the  treaty  of  1769,  with  other  powers, 
the  fame  terms,  «  provided  they  dp  not  become  the  aggreflc 
if  they  do,  tliey  are  not  to  beaffifted  by  either  party." 
far  as  her  territories  and  her  interefts  were  concerned  injlM 
fpo9  in  17849  the  date«f  our  treaty,  certainly  on  thefecoip 

ditiool 
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ditions  {he  was  to  be  protend.  But  furely  it  would  be  4 
moft  mifchievous  principle  to  fet  up— that  we  are  bound  t£* 
proteft  ber  in  every  ambitious  fcheme  for  the  extenfion  of 
her  dominions,  whether  by  purchafe  or  other  wife ! 

Such,  Mr.  Hippefley  obferved,  were  his  doubts,  as  to  the 
jeAtce  of  engaging  in  a  war  with  Tipppo  Sultan,'  in  defence 
tf  the  new  acquifition  of  Travancore, 

\     His  doubts  were  not  lefs  of  the  policy  than  of  the  juftico 

;  pf  the  war* 

I  We  were  to  rely  much  on  the  Mahrattas,  it  was  faid,  and 
on  the  Nizam,  Could  we  fo  foon  forget  the  firft  feature  of 
the  Mahratta  character  ?  Mahratta  faith  was  as   proverbial 

•an  India,  as  the  Punica  fides  in  the  days  of  ancient  Rome, 
Had  we  forgotten  our  dependance  on  the  Mahrattas  in  1767, 
«hen  they  marched  to  attack  the  frontier  of  Hyder,  and  co- 
Operate  with  us  and  with  the  Nizam,  with  a  view  to  extir- 
pate the  tyrant  of  Myfore  ?  What  was  the  confequence  ? — 
They  reached  Hyder's  frontier,  from  whence  he  fent  them 
tfack,  with  *  few  conceJJionS)  in  peace  to  their  own  country. 
:•  And  how  did  the  Nizam  condud  himfelf  ?    He  concluded 

•  treaty  of  perpetual  friendihip  with  us,  offenfive  and  defenr       < 
'<?«.     He  joined  our  army  under  General  J.   Smith,  and 
Inarched  with  us  again  ft  Hyder  Ally.     When  he  came  in 
friewof  our  enemy,   he  deferted  us,  and  joined  the  ftandatd 

^f  Hyder; — he  continued   for   (brne  time  actively  fighting 

tfgainft  us,  and  Hyder,  in  the  fequel,  dictated  a  difgraceful 

^eace  at  the  gates  of  our  capital. 

f"  Could   we   forget,  too,   the  general  confederacy  of  1780, 

:*mong  the  native  powers,  at  the  head  of  which  the  Nizam 

eww,  and  the  objeft  of  which  was  to  rogt  out  the  Britifh  na- 

ilflon  from  India  ? 

:  The  moment  was  faid  to  be  favourable,  from  the  incroafed 
■free  of  our  army,  and  the  inability  of  France  to  annoy  us. 
Bie  granted,  our  army  never  was  on  fo  refpeftablea  footing ; 

the  merit  of  which  was  fo  ftriflly  referrible  to  the  zeal  and 

ptertionsof  Sir  A.  Campbell. 

*  Could  we  fuppofe  that  Tippoo  had  not  kept  pace  with  our 
improvement — that  his  army  had  not  been  increafed  and  dif* 
tiplined  pari  paffu — He  had  a  force  of  150,000  men,  a  large 
,eorps  of  Europeans,  well  officered,  an  admirable  artillery  fu- 
fgriorly  ferved.  Add  to  this  the  very  fi  news  of  war,  a  re- 
*enue  of  five  millions  flerling,  and  a  Treafury  of  eight  or 
c*tne  millions.  To  thefe  refources  we  were  to  oppofe  an  exT 
TOttficd  treafury,  and  a  tottering  credit.     The  fmall  difcounti 

No  die  Company's  paper  had  been  mentioned  as  a  proof  of 
Jtftored  credit,  but  there  was  reaion  to  believe  that  this  was 
cwing  to  decline  of  trade,  which  fcarcely  left  to  raoiiied  men 
tore  profitable  ufe  for  their  money* 

Ai 


As  to  France,  as  a  rival  kingdom,  be  believed  we  had 
to  fear  at  prefer*  ;  bat  it  mould  be  remembered,  that 
later  than  1787,  a  number  of  enterprifing  individuals  of 
nation  bad  by  their  intrigues  gone  near  to  light  up  India  fl 
ftiroe.  They  probably  ftill  exifted,  at  the  Durbars  of 
Mahrattas,  of  the  Nizam,  and  of  Tippoo;— they  were 
in  the  confidence  of  tbofe  powers,  bat  the  good  fenfeand 
cxetion  of  the  French  Governor,  who  arrived  in  1787 
Pondicherry,  checked  thofe  intrigues,  and  prevented  a 
Mr»  Hippefley  obferved.  he  had  the  honour  of  furnifluti 
the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  with  well  aothti 
tfcated  documents  on  that  fubjeffc. 

Mr.  Hippefley  ./aid  he   would  not  trefpafa  farther  on 
patience  of  the  Houfe.     He  trufted  that  their  candour  w< 
give  credit  to  his  motives.     He  agreed  with  his  honourat 
friend,  (Mr.  Grey)   that  "any  peace,  where  the  honour 
**  the  country  was  not  bartered  away,  was  better  than 
"  moft  fuccejsful  war."     At  any  rate,  it  was  the  bufmefsa 
t  duty  of  Parliament  to  look  with  a  moft  jealous  eye  to  the 

fraction  of  the  fyftem  which  had  been  laid  down  in  its  fl 
dom  for  the  better  government  of  India. 

Mr.  Hippefley  deprecated  a  war  in  India  efpeciallv,  2 
entered  into  a  forcible  detail  of  the  difficulties  and  roifer 
that  would  attend  it  in  that  diftant  part  of  the  world,  whi 
indeed  were  fo  obvious,  that  he  trufted  no  motives  of  fa 
ambition,  nor  profpefls  of  conqueft  in  addition  to  our 
tory,  could  be  reckoned  an  excufe  for  entering  into  it. 
concluded  a  very  able  and  applicable  fpeech,  (received  wij 
the  greateft  attention  by  the  Houfe)  with  moving, 

*c  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe,  copies  or  extrafl 
u  of  all  the  correfpondence  between  the  Rajah  afTravunt* 
u  aj>d  the  Government  of  Madras  or  Bengal,  on  the  fubjeA 
"  the  faid  Rajah  having  purchafed  the  fort  of  Crangaooni 
f*  and  in  confequence  of  the  fubfequent  attack  of  Tipp 
f?  Sultan,  on  the  lines  or  territories  of  Travancore.  M 
W  copies  or  extracts  of  all  correfpondence  between  7//fN 
*  Sultan,  and  the  faid  Governments,  on  the  faid  fubjeds. 

"  Together  with  copies  or  extracts  of  all  information  cod 
"  municated  by  Sir  Archibald  Campbell  to  the  Court  rf  Di 
M  rectors,  relative  to  the  faid  fubje&s.* 
Mr.  Mr.  Francis  obferved,  that  little  doub.t  would  be  entertain 

Francis,    ed  with  regard  to  the  propriety  of  laying  before  the  Hod 
information  of  the  meaf tires  now  taking  in  India,  efpecia* 
fmce  they  were  already  known  in  that  country ;  nor  eveo 
they  were  kept  fecret  there,  could  their  communication  he 
be  attended  with  any  inconvenience.     In  the  ppefent  fituaM** 
of  India,   fome  information  was  moft  certainly  wanted  rfj 
what  was  either  done,  or  intended;  and,  on  the  prefcntac-1 

cafioo. 
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i  frfon,  thejr  were  led  to  enquire  what  was  the  fyftem  which 
I  Jhis  cotntry  ought  to  purfue  in  the  management  of  her  do- 
Ifiinions  in  that  quarter.     In  the  firft  place,  the  general  prin- 
JBflci  that  peace  is  preferable  to  war,  more  particularly  held 
good  in  this  In  fiance.     The  prefer  vat  ion  of  peace  was,  indeed, 
the  effentiaJ  add   fundamental  principle  of  our  Government 
*  India*    Secondly,  the  fecuritv  of  our  pQiTeilions  in  Bengal 
wa  to  be  attended  to,  preferably  to  that  of  our  other  douu- 
ii.tis.     And  thirdly,    fatisfied    with   what  we  poflefs,  we 
*«ght  not  to  aim  at  any  extenfion  of  territory,  lince  every 
inch  attempt  mud  infallibly  prove  hurtful  in  its  confluences. 
Thi>  maiim  was  confirmed  by  the  experience  of  all  Govern- 
ors.    The  policy  of  adventurers  and   poffeffbr*  was  very 
rent,     The  firft  aim   to  acquire  territory)  and   extend 
:  footing  »  the  latter  ought  to  endeavour  to  retain,  upoct 
and  permanent  e  ft  ablilh  merit,  what  they  have  already 
"■.red.     Hence  arofe  the  difference  between  our  prefent  ^ 

I  oar  former  policy  in  India,  Formerly,  we  were  adven- 
eti  in  queft  of  an  eftabi  i  fitment ;  we  were  now  poffefTor* 
I  an  extenfivc  territory*  Such  being  the  general  outline 
[the  policy  which  we  ought  to  purfue,  there  were  two  ob- 
£  of  attention  neceiTary.  Firft,  the  ft  ate  of  cur  army 
i  finances  ;  and  fecondly,  the  regulation  of  our  alliances 
chad.  There  was  one  circumftance,  which  he  was  going 
I mention,  that  might  appear  lingular,  but  which  was,  tie- 
Ithdefs,  inoft  indubitably  true.  The  circumftance  to 
Mch  he  alluded  was,  that  it  was  the  policy  of  this  country 
ftvoid  all  alliances  with  the  native  powers  of  India.  Such 
Bances  were,  in  every  inftance,  dangerous,  and  tended  only 
►  lead  this  country  into  troublefome  and  expenfive  connec- 
ts. The  policy  of  this  country,  with  regard  to  the  na- 
pe State*,  was  to  prefer ve  between  thein  the  balance  of 
■per.  The  Powers  of  India  he  divided  into  three — firft  of 
L  the  Engl i fli ;  fecondly,  the  Mahometan,  or  the  remnant 
kbe  Mogul  empire  ;  ^nd  thirdly,  the  Hindoo  Government. 
£wetn  the  Nizam  and  Tippoo  there  fuhfjfted  a  mutual  jea- 
efy,  which  it  was  the  intereft  of  this  country  to  encourage, 
"oner  to  keep  them  oppofed  to  one  .another.  It  was  true 
it  the  Nizam  had  not  obferved  one  engagement  which  he 
deome  under,  and  that  Tippoo  was  a  mercifefs  and  inhu- 
m  tyrant;  yet,  by  means  of  this  jealoufy,  they  might  be 
treated  from  employing  tlteir  power  to  the  prejudice  of 
r  fct  elements.  The  Hindoo  Government  included  the 
fefenttas,  whom,  of  all  others,  we  had  mo  ft  reafon  to 
tad.  And,  on  this  account,  it  would  be  impolitic  to  ex* 
(ate  Tippoo,  even  if  we  had  it  in  our  power,  which  he 
iv  much  doubted,  as  he  ferved  to  maintain  the  balance 
fcaft  this  but  power,  and   as  his  extirpation  would  give 

them 
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them  an  extent  of  territory,  and  a  degree  of  influence  which 
would  be  highly  dangerous  to  the  fafery  and  interefts  of  out 
dominion    ill   that  country.     The  attempt,  exclufive  of  its 
impolicy,    v.  as  impiadticable;     1  he   honourable  gentleman 
who. had  made  the  motion,  had   already  ftated  his  power  of 
defence,  but  his  power  of  attack  was  ftiJl  greater.    In  en- 
gagements between  the  native  Powers  and  our  countrymen 
the  former  had  evidently  the  advantage.     They  could luftaM 
no  gteat  or  permanent  injury;  to  them  a  defeat  was  only  J 
difperfion.     We  heard  often  of  defeats,  but  we  did  not  he* 
of  any  great  (laughter  or  capture  of  prifoners  which  had! 
conl'equence  taken  place.     They  rallied  again,  but  little  dif 
piritec!  or  dimmifhed  in  number  from  their  defeat.     This  wl 
the  cafe  in  the  action  between  Sir  Eyre  Coote  and  Hydl 
Ally  :  whereas  the  fuccefs  of  the  native  powers  in  thofe  Hi 
fiances  in  which  they  had  gained  the   field,  was  always  da 
cifive  and  complete.     Thefe  circumftances  rendered  inWj 
.     mation,  in  the  prefent  fituation  of  India,  fiecefftfy,  inonMj 
that  they  might  be  enabled  to  judge  of  the  meafures  whk 
were  taking  in  that  country.     With  fegard  to  the  charafl 
of  Tippoo,  it  was   by   no  means  unufual  to  exaggerate* 
counts  of  characters ;  and   even   if  his  character  accord 
with  the  defefiptions  given,  it  remained  for  theta  to  confid 
whether  they  would  expofe  their  fubje&s  and  allies  in  th 
country,  who  might  fall  into  his  power,  to  the  confequcne 
of  that  tyranny  and  cruelty.     He  was  not  fufficiently  si 
quainted  with  the  nature  of  the  information  which  his  M 
Honourable  friend  had  moved,  to  enlarge  upon  it ;  but  be  ha 
ftated  the  general  principles  which  he  had  always  been  taugl 
to  believe  would  apply  to  almoft  every  occation  thatcoul 
arife  in  the  Government  of  India,     lnconclufion,  Mr.Fran 
cis  ieconded  the  motion. 
rtff#  Mr.  Dundas  declared  that  he  agreed  with  the  honoarafc 

Dundss.  gentleman  who  feconded  the  motion,  in  moft  of  the  pri 
cipleshe  had  ftated;  but  on  the  application  of  thofe  pri 
ciples,  he  fhould,  perhaps,  be  inclined  to  differ,  or  rathe 
when  the  bufinefs  came  to  be  fairly  difcufled,  he  fhould  hof 
that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  fee  full  and  fufficied 
realbn  to  concur  with  him.  It  was  true,  as  the  honofiraU 
gentleman  who  made  the  motion  had  ftated,  that  the  pH 
fent  difpute  between  1  ippoo  Sultan  and  the  Rajah  of  Tfl 
vancore,  originated  in  the  claim  of  the  former  to  the  fotfl 
reignty  of  the  forts-  of  Cranganore*  Tapota,  and  Cochk 
The  claim  of  I  ippoo  was  founded  on  a  fort  of  ancient  fcoi 
right  to  the  whole  territory  in  which  thofe  forts5  were  fiH 
ated,  and  on  the  acquifition  of  Cranganore  by  the  Rajah  4 
Tra vancore,  he  aflerted  that  in  virtue  of  fuch  right,  tM 
ceffion  could  not  he  made  without  his  confent-     The  Ratfj 
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of  Travancore  was  our  ally,  and  if  he  had  juftice  on  his  fide, 
it  was  obvious  that  we  were  bound  to  fupport;  him,  when  at- 
tacked ;  and  admitting  that  he  had  been  in  the  wrong,  it  was 
squally  obvious  that  we  were  obliged,  in  policy,  to  interfere 
j  .sod  prevent  the  contending  parties  from  deciding  their  re- 
j  Jpedive  claims  by  force  of  arms,  and  lighting  up  a  war  in 
India.     Cranganore,  Tapota,  and  Cochin,  were  places  of 
rfoofiderable  Arength  in  the  hands  of  the  Dutch.   They  were 
Slarroed  by  the  warlike  preparations  of  Tippoo  pointing  to- 
wards the  quarter  in  which  thefe  poflefiions  were  fituated,  and 
•pprehcnded  that  they  might  be  driven  out  of  them  fucceffive- 
4j  b|  a  power  which  they  had  not  force  fufficient  of  their 
p  10  refill,     Underftanding  that  the  Rajah  of  Travancore 
■as  anally  of  ours,  whom  we  would  certainly  protect,  they 
jpere  defircus  of  putting  Cranganore,  and  the  other  fort,  into 
hands;  that  being  thus  under  the  protection  of  the  Britifh 
lovrrnment,  they  might  form  a  barrier   to  Cochin,  their 
ioJt  valuable  poffefiion  on  the  continent  of  India.     The  bar- 
gain wis  accordingly  made:  the  claim  of  Tippoo  Sultan  to 
Bttftudal  fovereignty  of  thofe  forts  was  recent,  and  founded 
i  aft  the  province  to  which  they  belonged,  having  been  over- 
!*n  and  conquered  hy  the  Myforean  Power  about  twenty 
an  before.     The  Dutch  had  holden  it,  by  right  of  con- 
1)  from  the  Portoguefe  for  more  than  a  century.     Such 
I  the  ftate  of  the  refpe&ive  claims  to  the  forts  in  queftion, 
F which,  when  he  confidered  that  both  were  founded  on  the 
Ht  ofconqueft,  the  recent  date  of  the  one,  and  the  anti- 
aty  of  the  other,  he  was  confident  that  Tippoo  Sultan  could 
!  no  juft  right-     But  he  did  not  defire  the  meafures  adopt- 
tin  India  to  he  judged  on  this  ground  only.     There  were 
ithtr  proofs  of  a  nature  ft  ill  more  unequivocal  that  Tippoo 
W  engaged  in  thedifpute,  not  from  any  notion  of  right,  but 
Hpm  motives  of  ambition,  and  an  idea  that  in  any  future  war 
•pb  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  the  pofleffion  of  the  forts  by 
||e  latter  would  be  a  great  difadvantage  to  himfelf.     In  1788, 
s  bad  advanced  with  a  formidable  army  to  the  frontiers  of 
rtarancore,  without  any  provocation,  or  pretence  of  provo- 
Iton.     '1  he  Rajah  was  alarmed,  and  applied  to  the  Gover- 
and  Council  at  Madras.     Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  with 
omptitude  and  vigof  which  the  Supreme  Council  of  Ben- 
i  kit  j  approved,  immediately  difpatched  a  meflage  to  Tip- 
to  inform  him,  that  he  would  confider  any  act  of  hofti- 
ragainft  thefubjeclsor  territories  of  Travancore,  as  a  de- 
lion  of  war  again  ft  the  Britifh  Government.     The  in- 
tion  had  itsproper  effecl,  and  Tippoo  inftantly  withdrew. 
alters  rcfted  till  the  change  of  Government  at  Madras, 
ifcquence  of  the  return  of  Sir  Archibald  Campbell.  On 
r     feqoences  of  that  change  he  would  not  at  prefent  fay 
Vol.  XXVIII.  Ss  one 
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pne  word.    What  he  hid  ft  a  ted,  was  fofficicnt  to  prove  the 
reftlefs  and  hoftile  difpofition  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  before  the 
freffion  of  the  forts  came  into  queftion.     Tippoo  Sultan  he 
muft  con  fide  r  as  a  reftlefs  and  ambitious  tyrant,  continually 
meditating   fphemts  of  conqueft  againft   the  \ieighbonring 
Powers,  and  particularly  hoftile  to  the   Britifh  name  and 
Government.     With  this  idea  of  his  charaQer,  he  muft  look 
to  the  geography  of  India,  and  the  local  iituation  of  Tra- 
vancore,    It  extended  along,  and  covered  nearly  one  half 
pf  the  coaft  of  Malabar,  and  were   it  to  fall  into  the  hands 
of  an  enemy,  the  whole  of  our  territories  would  be  laid  open. 
It  was,  therefore,  highly  neceffary  to  watch  the  motions  of 
Tippoo  Sultan  in  that  quarter  with  a  mod  jealous  eye.  Yet, 
notwithftanding  this  je,aloufy,  no  indication  of  hoftility  on 
pur  part  had  appeared  fin.ee  the  treaty  of  Mangaloro*    He, 
on  the  contrary,  had  hardly  ever  been  quiet ;  and  had  he 
made  no  other  attempt,    his  conduS  at  Tillicherry  would! 
have  been  a  fuffictent  proof  of  his  intentions.     At  ihe  vetfj 
lime  that  he  advanced  with  a  formidable  force  againft  Tnv- 
vancore,  he  furrounded  Tillicherry,  and  feized  a  boat  loaded 
with  provifions.     When  complaint  was  made,  and  reftitutioj 
demanded,'  he  not  only  returned  the  letter  unopened,  bul 
told  the  meffenger,  that  if  any  other  was  fent,  the  heart! 
ihould  leave  his  head  with  it.     It  had  been  fa  id,  that  he  of 
fered  to  refer  the  difpute  about  the  forts  to  CommifEonerSj 
He  had  very  ftrong  reafon  for  believing  that  this  report  w* 
not  well  founded.     Of  this,   however,  he  was  convinced! 
and  he  was  fupported  in  it  by  Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  am 
all  the  Company's  fervants  at  prefent  in  India,  moft  eminen 
in  rank  or  fervices,  who  had  conduced  thetofelves  with  e* 
eroplary  moderation,  and  had  never  (hewn  the  final  left  incfi 
nation  to  depart  from  the  fyftem  prefcribed  to  them,  thi 
the  moment  Tippoo  Sultan  drew  the  fword,  the  moment' 
attempted  to  affrrt  any  claim  by  force  of  arms,  it  was 
longer  time  to  talk  of  unarmed   negociation,  but  nc-erf&r 
to  repel  and  punifh  him*     The  beft  and  wife  ft  tneafurex 
war  were  indeed  doubtful ;  but  when  war  became  ueceflart 
he  might  he  permitted  to  mention  our  fair  hopes  of  fucceti 
We  had  as  fine  an  army  in  that  quarter,  and  as  well  appoint 
ed,  as  had  ever   appeared  in  India,  for  forming  which,  a 
had  been  juftly  ft  a  red,  great  praife  was  due  to  Sir  Archibal 
Campbell ;  and  inftead  of  having   a  war  to   fuppcrt  again 
the  French,  againft  the  Dutch,  againftthe  Mahrattas,  again 
My  fore,  againft  ail  the  European  and  all  the  native  powd 
of  India,  we  had  only  to  contend  with  one  of  them*     Thd 
circumstances  afforded  at  leaft  as  favourable  a  profped* 
that  in  which  there  muft  always  be  feme  degree  of  uncd 
taioty  could  admit*     Of  the  papers  moved  for,  none  appearc 
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at  prefent  improper  to  be  produced.  He  could  not  fpeak 
with  more  precifion  on  the  fubjedt,  becaufe  he  had  no  pre* 
vious  notice  of  what  papers  the  honourable  gentleman  in* 
tended  to  call  for ;  and  ihould  any  of  them  appear,  on  more 
mature  conii  deration,  to  be  unfit  to  be  made  public,  he 
trofted  this  would  be  confidered  as  a  fufficient  apology  for 
objecting  to  their  being  produced. 

Mr.  Fox  contended,  that  whcri  they  had  the  papers  before  Mr.  Fox. 
them  for  which  his  honourable  friend  had  called,  they  would 
be  better  able  to  decide  on  the  true  grounds  of  the  provocation 
upon  which  they  were  ready,  it  Teemed,  to  enter  into  war* 
:ht  fufpesfted   that  the  right   honourable   gentleman,  who 
J Jpoke  laft,  did  not  wifh  for  a  war  in  Tndia  more  than  he  did  ; 
»  biitj  from  what  he  had  faid,  a  conclufion  might  be  drawn, 
1  that  wirhout  provoking  war,  without  being  defiro us  of  con* 
<jueft,  or  reftlefs  and   diflatisfied,  we  were  to  he  made  the 
[dupes  of  the  Dutch  on  this  occafion,  and  were  likely  to  be 
1  into  a  war  unneceffarily,  at  leaft,  if  not  unjuftly.     The 
ht  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  that  the  Rajah  of  Tra- 
core's  purchase  of  the  fort  of  Cranganore,  was  a  fubjedt 
jealoufy  to  Tip  poo  Sultan  ;  ought  it   not,  then,  to  have 
*ten  the  wifdom  of  our  Government  to  prevent  our  ally  from 
-making  a  purchafe  likely  to  ftirup  the  jealoufy  of  our  watch- 
ful arid   fufpicious   neighbour?    If  the  purchafe   was  made 
[without  confultingour  Government,  it  was  highly  blameable, 
■  H  i t  w a s  degrad i ng  and   i  11  j u  r t ou s  to  t h e  £ ngl i fli  n am e *     By 
fuch  loofenefs,  we  might  be  inceflantly  involved  with  the 
ftfighbouring  Powers,  and  obvious  policy  demanded  that  we 
Mould  not   fufler  an  ally   to  do  a£U  likely  to  inflame  the 
HWers  with  whom  we  were  at  peace.     The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  acknowledged  What  his  honourable  friend  had 
/Bated,  that  Tippoo  manifefted  an  indifpofition  to  the  trans* 
Hi  of  thofe  forts,  when  firft  propofed  in  the  year  1788,  and 
/Hat  Str  Archibald  Campbell  piudently  preventing  the  trans- 
fer, he  was  perfectly  fatisfied,  and  remained  fo  till  the  year 
hyrjo,  when  the  transfer  was  made,  apparently  without  con- 
Kiting  him  or  us.     It  was  fair  to  conclude,  that   however 
! advantageous  it  might  have  been  for  the  Dutch  to  fell  thofc 
ffem  to  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  by  which  they  eftabliihed 
I  barrier  between  Tipf>oo  and  themfelves,  it  was  for  us  fe- 
lioafly  to  enquire  whether,  at  the  hazard  of  involving  us  in 
hwar,  it  was  wife  to  fupport  our  ally  in  fuch  a  purchafe  t  The 
lyht  honourable  gemltman  had  faid,  that   Tippoo  was  tha 
Mrion,  of  all  others,  who  ought  to  excite  the  jealoufy  of  the 
Bftghfh  Government,  and  that  his  attack  on  our  ally  was  a 
fihjecl  of  g<"eat  alarm,  and  of  juft  provocation.     It  might  be 
Hj  but   let  us  place   ourfelves  alio  in  Tippoo1  s  fit  nation — 
■Baft  cot    the    Rajah's  purchafe  of  thefe  i'orts  be  equally  a 
Ss  2  fubjedt 
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Tfubje&  of  jealoufy  to  Tipppo ;  and  was  it  not  clearly  our  in- 
.  terefl  and  policy  to   avoid  giving  offence,  as  much  as  we 
would  difdain  to  fubmit  to  it  when  given  ?    Mr.  Fox  main- 
tained that  a  war  in  India  was  as  much  to  be  deprecated,  nay, 
perhaps  more  lb,  than  a  war  in  Europe;  war  was  not  only  i 
to  be  deprecated,  but  conquft  itfelf  was  undefirable.    If  it  J 
were  in  our  power,  by  any  means,  to  add  to  our  pofleffioos  i 
in  India,  he  was  ready  to  fay,  he  would  deplore  the  addition 
as  a  ferious  calamity.     A  war  for  conqueft,  he  hoped,  never 
would  be  undertaken  by  England  either  in  India  or  el fe where. 
But  he  was  equally  ready  to  fay,  that  it  was  not  for  the  in- 
ter* ft  of  this  country   to  fuffer  Tippoo  to  gain  poffeffionof 
Travancore  at  any  rate.     Saying  this,  he  would,  however, 
take  up  the  converfe  of  the  argument,  and  affert,  that  the 
extirpation  of  that  Prince  would  not  be  a  political   mcafore 
for  England  to  undertake.     His  vi<;es,  his  inhumanity,  made 
him  deferable;  but  with  the  My forean ^country  we  ought  to 
be  friendly,  inafmuchas  it  was  theftrong  barrier  between  the 
mo  ft  powerful  of  the  Indian  States  and  our  fettlements.— 
When  the  .papers  for  which  his  honourable  friend  called  wefl 
laid  upon  the  table,  they  ihould   be  able  to  ascertain  wid 
what  juftice  they  could  enter  this  war,  and  whether  it  wool 
not  be  infinitely  more  becoming  their  dignity,    as  well  a 
more  confiftent  with  true  wifdom,  to  negociate  a  peace  be; 
tween  them  as  a  mediator. 
Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  cbferved,  that  what  his  right  honotif 
able  friend   (Mr.  Uundas)  had  faid,  would  put   the  Houl 
into  fo  much  pofleflion  of  the  true  queftion,    as  to  enabl 
them  to  fee  the  receflity  of  the  proceeding  pointed  out  fc 
His  Majefty  in   his   moft  gracious  fpeechfrom  the  throat 
Our  ally  had  purchafed  from  the  Dutch  the  fort  of  Crangl 
none,  or  which  they  were   indifputably  the  owners,  and  S 
this   purchafe,  he  had   been   attacked  by  Tippoo  Saib.    1 
was  perfedlly  willing  to  agree  withnhe  right  honourable gi 
tit- mar.  oppofite,  that  wars  for  conqueft  were  to  be  deprecate! 
l>ut  another  observation  of  the  right  honourable   gentlenu 
he  could  not  fu!:fci  ibe  to — that  in  cafe  we  fhould  be  involl 
in  a  war,  to  which  we  were  provoked  by  the  injuftice  of  c 
neighbours,  we  were  not  to  covet  any  new  acquifition  of  fl 
ritory,  by   which  we  might    recompenfe  ourfelves  for  1 
.inconveniences  and  expences  of  the  war,  and  by   which  1 
might  make  the  enemy  feel  the  confequences  of  their  oil 
•injuih'c*. 

Mr.  Fox  rofe  to  r.efcue  hi mfelf  from  the  words  that  tl 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  afcribed  to  him.  Heh| 
remarked,  that  acquisition  of  territory,  in  any  way,  wasiri 
deiirable;  but  he  had  not  faid  that  an  enemy,  who  unjufil 
attacked  -us,  was  not  to  be  ptiniihed. 
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General  Smith  declared,  that  he  rofe  with  fome  uneafinefs 
to  defend  the  character  of  the  perfon  to  whom,  of  all  others, 
be  was  raoft  indebted,  and  whofe  name  was  deareft  to  him, 
(General  Jofeph  Smith).  The  conduct  of  that  gallant  officer 
had  been  exemplary,  and  to  him  this  country  was  indebted 
.for  the  prefervatton  of  the  Malabar  coaft. 

Mr.  HippeJUy  replied  to  General  Smith,  that  no  perfon 
^could  hold  the  memory  of  General  Jofeph  Smith  in  more  ve- 
neration than  himfelf;  that  his  honourable  friend  mull  cer- 
tainly Lave  miftaken   the  tendency  of  his  affertion  ;  he  had 
&id,  indeed,  and  he  was  juftifTed  by  hiftorians,  that  the  Bri- 
•  itith  power  was  drawn  into  a  difgractful  peace,  dictated  by 
i-Hyder  Ally  at  the  gates  of  their  capital. — That  any  peace 
Under  fuch  circumstances  muft  be  confidered  difgraceful  to 
"*thc  perfon  to  whom  it  is  dictated.     At  the  fame  time,  hiftory 
.does  ample  ju  ft  ice  to  the  memory  of  General  Jofeph  Smith, 
by  informing  us  that  his  hands  were  tied  up,  and  therefore 
•no  part  of  the  blame  reded  on  hirm 

Mr.  Hippefley  was  happy  in  this  opportunity  of  explaining 

►himfelf  to  his  honourable  friend,  who  had  mifconceived  him. 

-    Mr.  D.  Scott  defcribed  Tippoo  Sultan  as  a  perfidious  Prince, 

whofe  frequent  violations  of  folemn  treaties  had  fufficiently 

jollified  this  country  in  hoftilities  againft  liim,  independent 

'of  the  difpure  with    our  ally,  the  Rajah  of  Travancore. — 

hen  General  Matthews,  and  'be  army  under  his  command, 

ling  ibe  late  war  in   India,  found  their  Situation  fc  defpe- 

that  they  had  no  alternative  but   to  conclude  a  treaty 

tth  the  tv  rant  of  My  fore,  by  which  it  was  ftlpulated,  that 

y  fhould  return  to  their  own  country  with  the  honours  of 

tear,  inftead   of  conforming  to  the  articles   of  the   treaty, 

ippoo  gave  directions   to  fur  round  the  Britilh  troops,  and 

ke  th  b m  a! I  p r i  To ne r s ,     He  t  rea  ted  w  i  th  every  fj pec  i e s  of 

ignity  and  barbarity  both  the  General,  the  officers,  and 

io!diers.     They  were  ftr*o ped  of  their  all,  put  in  dark  and 

thjbme  dungeons,  loaded  with  heavy  iron*,  and  unprovided 

irh  any    allowance  of  common  nect  Caries.     Numbers  pt- 

d  of  hunger  and  fniFocauon,  hut  many  more  of  the  un- 

rd-of  tortures  which  were  inflicled  upon  them,      \  his  i;id 

mtbncholy  cafaflrophe,  this  barbarity  and   cruelty   lo 

;li(h  fubjecls,  this  wanton   and  unprovoked   violation   of 

caty,  was,  of  itfeif,  a  caufe  for  war  trgablft  Tippoo  Sujun- 

fimi!ar  violation  of  the  treaty  of  Tillicherry*  and  the  bar - 

ities  which  attended  it  to  Britifli  fuhjeCU,  when  fo  many 

"red   by  imprifonment,  forcible  circumcifion,  and  other 

iircs,  were  another  ju ft  caufe  for  hofli lit y  againft  Tijjju^o 

and  yet  unrevenged.     We  were  bound  in  honour,  by 

facrr d  obligations  of  a  folemn  treaty,  to  fhnd  bv  the  Ra- 
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jah  of  Travancore  in  the  prefent  difpute  with  the  traiterous 
ufurper  of  Myfore. 
Colonel        Colonel  macleod  (did,  that  he  had  formerly  mentioned  Tip- 
Maclcod.  p00  Sultan  as  a  man  of  abilities,  but  never  as  endowed  with  ; 
the  virtues  of  juftice  or  humanity.     Independent  of  his  being  \ 
amercilefs  tyrant,  he  was  a  reftlefs  Mahomedan  fanatic;  bis  • 
bigoted  aim  being  to  exterminate  Chriftians  wherever  they  } 
were  found,  particularly  the  Englifli  iri  Hindoftan.     Heglo-  ] 
ried  in   the  deftrudiori  of  Chriftians ;  but  Englifh  infidels 
were  the  obje&s  of  his  particular  averfion  and  abhorrence.  A 
war  again  ft  fuch  a  tyrant  ought  to  be  carried  to  the  greateft 
exttemities ;  until  he  (hould  be  for  ever  incapacitated  froai 
giving  any  farther  difturbance  to  the  general  tranquillity  of 
India.     The  late  armament  againft  Spain  had  occafionedav 
expence  of  three  millions  to  this  country ;  if  Spain  could,  at 
pleafure,  caufe  a  fimilar  expcnce,  would  any  one  doubt  that 
we  ought  not  to  infift  upon  an  indemnification  in  one  lhap* 
or  another  ?  This  was  precifely  the  cafe  with  Tippoo  Sultaa* 
We  were  never  fafe  from  his  incurfions.     Ought  we  notj 
therefore,  to  reduce  his  power,  as  the  only  means  of  provide 
ing  for  the  tranquillity  of  our  Government  in  India  ?   Colo- 
nel Macleod  then  described  the  feudal  Government  of  the 
Rajah  of  Travancore,  in  order  to  (hew  that  Tippoo  Sultafl 
had  no  pretention  to  the  forts  which  were  the  oftenfible  cauf 
of  the  prefent  war.     It  would  prove  the  bell  policy  we  coult 
adopt  to  exterminate  fuch  a  pelt  as  the  tyrant  of  My  fore, 
by  fuch  an  extermination,  we  fhould  be  for  ever  entitled  to 
the  thanks  of  millions  of  mankind. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wcdnefday^  23d  December* 

Mr. Burke      Mr.  Burke  obferved,  that  wherefoever  the  promotion 

encouragement  of  the  arts  and  fciences  were  in  queftion,  I 
earneftly  wiftied  that  the  accommodations   for  the  Publi 
might  be  ornamental  and  advantageous ;  and  therefore  he  hai 
always  chearfully  voted  the  feveral  grants  towards  the  erec- 
tion  of  that  noble  building  in  the  Strand,  called  Somerftt 
Place.     It  had  coft  the  Public  a  great  deal  of  money  ;  andi 
was  highly  neceffary  that  care  (hould  be  taken  to  fee  that  il 
anfwered  the  purpofe  for  which  it  was  defigned.  He  had  latelj 
been  prefent  at  a  meeting  at   that  feminary  of  the  arts,  thi 
Royal  Academy,  the  objed  of  which  had  been  to  diftributf 
the  prizes  to  thofe  young  artifts  whofe  merit  entitled  them 
to  fuch  marks  of  diftindion.     There  were  in  the  room  fe- 
venty  one  artifts,  and  the  Prefident,  who  had  been  thechifltj 
iuftrument  in  bringing  the  arts  to  their  prefent  eminent  dfrl 
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pee  of  perfe&ion.    While  the  Prefident  was  in  the  zSt  of 
giving  the  firft  medal  to  the  artift  to  whom  it  was  affigned, 
i  Hidden  and  alarming  crack  was  heard,  foon  after  which,  a 
faond  was  heard  alfo ;  upon   examination,  they  proved  to 
have  been  occafioned  by  the  two  main  beams  of  the  floor  hav- 
ing given  way.     The  King,  the  Queen,  the  Prince,  with 
•then  of  the  Royal  Family,  the  Bifhops,  the  Judges,  and 
very  many  of  their  worthy   conflituents,  Mr.  Burke  faid, 
i  went  every  year  to  honour  the  arts,  and   to   honour  them- 
Helves  in  countenancing  the  arts.     From  what   he  had  re- 
narked,  it  was  obvious  that  they  were  expofed  to  the  danger 
*f  their  lives  in  fuch  vifits,  and  he  entreated  the  right  ho* 
aourable  gentleman  tp  fet  on  foot  an  examination,  and   to 
ippoint  builders  to  furvey  and  examine  the   whole  of  the 
iioihofthat  place,  and  to  control   its  completion,  fmce  it 
•fas  not  like  an  ordinary  dwelling  hulk  with  a  view  to  only 
jAout  fixty  years  duration,  but  had  been  con  ft  runted  for  a 
Habile  purpofe,  to  laft  for  a  time,  and  to  be  a  permanent  re- 
ttptacle  of  the  arts  and  fciences,  of  philofophy  and  wiidom, 
trough  the  gate  of  which  they  paffed  to  the  public  offices  of 
Government  of  the  country, 
Mr.  Chancellor  Phi  faid,  that  the  information  of  the  right  Mr.  Pitt, 
arable  gentleman  demanded  the  mod  feiious  attention; 
that  an  inquiry  Ihould  be  inilituted. 
Mr,  Hohart  having  brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
cn  the  bill  iropoiingan  additional  duty  on  malt, 
Mr.  P&wyt  contended  that  the  tax  was  impolitic,  mifchiev* 
and  notorioufly  partial  ;  the  firft  was  a  fact  difputed, 
fceUfl  was  admitted;  it  certainly  bore  upon  one  defer jpt ion 
if  people  more  than  another,  and  therefore  was  fuch  as*  on 
Wery  principle  of  juftice,  ought  nor  to  pafs*     It  had   been 
that  fome  of  the,  other  taxes,  'that  on  fpirits  in   par- 
r,  would  operate   chiefly   on  the  metropolis,  and  that 
of  the  afleJTed  taxes  would  do  the   fame.     The  fpirit 
might,  he  would  acknowledge,  do  fo  m,f«"e,  in  fome 
;  but  he  defied  the  honourable  gentlemen  en  the  other 
the  Hon fe,  to  point  out    to  him  which  of  the  aflefled 
would  bear  upon  the  poor  of  the  metropolis  more  than 
Hiofe  of  the  country.     The  additional  window  duty,  the 
*  duty,  the  duty  on  horfes,  fervants,  carriages,  waggons, 
would  not  afiefb the  lower  order  of  the  people  in  London, 
therefore  the   new  malt  tax  would  ftand  an   infiance  of 
partiality,    and  confequently    grofa    injuftice.      Mr. 
ft  moved/  **  That  the  bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day 
months." 

rd  Sheffield  faid,  however  unpromifnig  it  might  he  to 
obfer  vat  ions  on  taxes  propofed  by  a  Chancellor  of  the  Sheffield* 
oer,  efpeciaily  on  the  third  reading ;  yet*  as  no  duty 
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was  fo  particularly  required  of  a  reprefentative  as  watchful* 
nefs  in  refpeft  to  taxes,  he  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion  that 
had  been  juft  made.     He  did  not  mean  to  dwell  on  arguments 
that  had  been  already  ufed;  they  were  obvious  and  ftrong. 
He  obferved,  however,  that  of  all  the  taxes  which  had  been 
propofed,  the  additional  one  on  male  was  mod  objeftionaMe, 
as  was  proved  by  the  oppofition  made  to  it.     It  wa*  net  nc- 
ceflary  again  to  remark   the  difproportionate  fumraifedon 
one  fpecies  of  corn,  and  the  mifchief  done  to  agriculture,  by 
difcouraging  the  ufe  of   malt  among  the  lower  ranks  of  the 
people.     He  faid,  no  objecVion  ftruck  him  fo  forcibly,  as  the 
manifeft  tendency  of  thefe  heavy  duties   to  turn  the  people 
from  the  wholefame  produce  of  the  country  to  unw'ioleforoe 
foreign  fpirits,  to  which,  in  truth,  they  are  well  difpofed,  as 
is  fully  proved  hy  the  aftonifhingly  increafed  import  of  fo- 
reign  fpirits,  and  the  decreafe  of  the   malt  duties;    and  he* 
faw  this  evil  in  fo  ftrong  a  light,  that   notwithstanding  h»f 
wifli   to  increafe   the  revenue,  if  he  had   any  influence,  it 
fhould  be  exerted  to  lower  the  duties  on  malt  and  beer,  rathec 
than  increafe  them.     He  faiJ,  it  was   how  almoft  become  Jf 
cuftom  for  thofe  who  objected  to  a  tax,  to  propofe  anot 
in  its  place.     If  he  might  do  fo,  it  fliould  be  with  a  view 
point  out  the  partiality  of  the  duty  propofed,  and  that 
oppreflive  and  batter  taxes  might  be  fele&ed  ;  it  fliould  be 
fair  and  juft  tax;  an  equalizing  tax  :  poffibly,  it  might 
he  perfectly  well  reliflied  in  the  cities  of  London  and  W< 
tninfter  ;  he  meant  a  halfpenny  per  quart  on  porter-      At  prej 
fent,  thofe  who  earn  themoft  by  the:ir  labour,  pay  only  three^ 
pence  halfpenny  for  their  drink,  while  thofe  who  do  noteari 
half  as  much,  in  the  country,  pay   fourpence   or   fivepenrt 
and  even   fixpence,  for  good  beer.     He  was  confident,  tfc 
additional  tax  he  propofed  would  not  diminifb  the  confute) 
tion.     No  argument  occurred  to  account  for  the  flackn* 
of  Miniftcrs,  in  refpe&  to  this  tax.     There  feemed  to  bei 
awful  refpccl  for  a  defcription  of  people,  coal-heavers,  dray 
men,  and  fuch  like;  but  however  refpecSr  able  they  might  i 
they  were  not  more  fo  than  the  whole  of  the  landed  interd 
and  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  who  only  defired 
he  on  the  fame  footing  with  thefe  refpecled  men.      The  fa 
good  fpirit  which  induced  the  Minifter  to  raife  the  expeni 
of  the  late  armament  in  a  fliort  time,  might  give  us   reafcl 
able  hopes  that  he  would  do  this  act  of  juft  ice.      No! 
applauded  more  than  he  did  the  new  meafuie  of  not  bo 
ing  money  to  pay  the  expences  of  the  late  armament: 
would  do  more   for  public  credit  than  all  the  Chancellor 
the  Exchequer  had  hitherto  done.     He  then  faid,  another 
might  be  mentioned,  to  which  there  could  be  little  objecXw 
he  meant  twopence  per  gallon  on  foreign  fpirits,    whi 
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would  ia/fe  the  duty  to  fix  (hillings;  it  would  give  forte  ad- 
Tantage  to  Eritifli  fpirits  and  rum,  and  could  not  materially 
encourage  finuggting.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  very  properly  tried  the  experiment,  whether  a  great  re- 
dufiion  of  the  duty  on  brandy  would  not  prevent  fmuggling, 
and  he  went  as  low  as  ne   could,  without  endangering  the 
duties  on  beer  and  malt,  and  without  encouraging  a  preference 
of  fpirituous  liquors.     The  experiment  had,  in  part,  failed  ; 
great  quantities  were  fmuggled^  and  fold,  even  of  a  tolerable 
quality,  in  the  maritime  counties,  as  low  as  5$.  per  gallon  ; 
md  he  was  of  opinion,  that  if  the  Minifter  had  reduced  the 
doty  as  low  as  2s.  6d.  a  confiderable  quantity  would  ftill  be 
(rouggltd  :  therefore,  he  thought  we  had  better  get  as  much 
ts  we  could  from  foreign  fpirits.  He  fhould  mention  another 
tax,  although  two  of  the  mbft  confiderable  and  able  men  of 
ihecountry  {Meflrs-  Fox  and  Pitt)  had  fo  lately  pronounced 
that  it  could  not  be  raifed  ;  hut  as  they  had  not  offered  any 
irgument  on  the  occafion,  they  would  allow  him  not  to  be 
convinced  ;  he  meant  a  tax  on  dogs.     He  did  not  fee  why  it 
might  not  be  raiftd  as  well  as  the  taxes  on    horfes  and   fer- 
fants.     There  would  probably  be  much  evafion  ;  but  yet  a 
!  confiderable  fum  might  be  raifed*     He  faid,  there  were  prp- 
^*b!y  four  millions  of  dogs  in  the  ifland  at  the  leail.     If  it 
ptttuld  be  faid,  that  through  evafion,  and  the  decreafe  of 
dumber*  in  con Tequence  of  the  tax,   that  not  exceeding  one 
|t million  would    pay,    2  s.  6d.   on  ihat  number  amounted  to 
pll 5,000].,  which  is  fomewlut  more  than  is  expe6ted  from 
new  malt  duty.     He  was  fo  well  iaiisried  it  would  pro- 
e  inpfe  than  that  fum,  that  if  he  were  fond  of  farming 
r%  lie  would  take  it  at  that  funi.     It  would  be  ftill  more 
tain,  if  the  Minifler  would  allow  a  part  of  fuch  a  tax  to 
tin  aid  of  the  parilh;  cace  would  be  then  taken  that  dogs 
'  fere  a  fluffed  ;  and  that  part  would  not  be  an  additional  tax, 
becaufe  it  would  go  in  diminution  of  pari  fit  taxes.     He  faid, 
a  Jog  was  certainly  a  fair  ob;e£t  of  taxation  ;  it  was  not  ne- 
<JdLry  to  a  poor  man  ;  it  was  a  better  tax  for  hi  in  than  ex- 
cites on  fait,  foap,  or  malt ;  fewer  of  them  would  be  brought 
tap*  and  fo  much  the  better;  becaufe  much  provifion  would 
a  be  fared  for  other  purpofes.     Perhaps,  he  faid,  it  would  be 
ffriied  a  cruel  tax,  becaufe  many  of  the  poor  animals  would 
be  put  to  death.     It  was  the  beft  objection;  but  furely  it 
*ould  be  better  for  them  not  to  exift,  than  exift  in  the  mi- 
fcrable  way  the  greater  part   of  them  do.     He  concluded  by 
>  £jing*  it  was  extremely  whimfical  to  fee  a  Minifler  refufe  a 
'lix  preJTcd  on  him  by  the  country,  which  muft  produce 
ihi;ig  confiderable,  and  which  could  not  interfere  with 
r  taxes,  or  bring  any  odium  upon  him. 
Vol.  XXVIII,  Tt  Mr. 


3a*  PARLIAMEMTARY  A.  1790. 

Mr.  Drake  oppofed  the  bill,  and  gloried  in  the  ad  of  ft  and- 
ingup  the  advocate  of  the  poor. 

The  queftion  was  put,  that  this  report  btnow  brought  up. 
^  An  amendment  was  propofed,  by  inferring  this  day  fit  months, 

when  the  Houfe  divided,  u  That  the  word  u  now*  Hand 
"  part  of  the  queftion ;" 

Ayes,  iai;Noes,  92. 

The  bill  was  reported,  amendments  read  and  agreed  to, 
ordered  to  be  ingroffed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

No  Material  occurrence  took  place  until 

If'edhefday,  29/A  December* 

When,  upon  prefenting  to  the  King  feveral  bills  for  making ; 
good  certain  fupplies  granted  to  His  Ma  jetty,  in  this  feffiofli 
of  Patliament,  which  then  received  the  Royal  aflent,  the! 
Speaker  addrefTed  His  Majefty,  as  follows  :  ' 

"  Afofi  gracious  Sovereign, 

"  Your  faithful  Commons  attend  Your  Majefty  with  foiK 
dry  bills  of  fuppty,  which  they  have  palled  fof  the  public  fct-j 
vice. 

"  A  large  part  of  this  fupply  has  been  granted  for  the  pn^ 
pofe  of  carrying  into  execution  a  meafure,  the  principle  « 
which  has  received  the  unanimous  approbation  of  your  Conw 
inons.  Actuated  by  a  generous  and  wife  policy,  they  haifc! 
facrificed  the  confiderntions  of  temporary  convenience  tothofe! 
which  arifefrom  a  juft  regnfd  to  the  permanent  intereflsrf, 
thefe  kingdoms.  They  have  accordingly  provided  fortW 
complete  and  fj>eedy  discharge  of  the  expences  recently  in- 
curred, in  fupport  of  the  honour  and  dignify  of  your  Ma* 
jefty's  crown,  and  the  rights  of  your  fubjects,  without  anj 
lafting  addition  to  the  national  debt,,  or  tny  embarraflroew 
to  that  fyftem  which  has  fo  effectually  fuftairtsd  and  advance! 
vthe  public  credit  of  the  count  •  y.        *  j 

«*  Your  Commons,  Sire,  are  induced  to  hopey  that  tbefri 
conduct  on  this  occafion  will  operate  as  a  falutary  example  Wj 
future  times;  and  that  its  immediate  effect  will  he  to  eifa^] 
liih  an  univerfal  conviction  of  the  internal  ftnength  and  ab« 
dant  refources  of  this  country,  and  consequently  to  afford 
additional  fecurity  for  the  continuance  of  the  HefSngs 
peace,  A  meafure,  which  is  the  refult  of  fiich  motives, 
,  which  leads  to  fuch  confer]  uenees,  your  Commons  are 

fuaded,  cannot  fail  to  receive  your  Majefty's  moft  graeto* 
approbation. 

"  Tlie  bills,  which  it  is  my  duty  to  prefent  to  your  Mr*j 
jefty,  are  feverallv  intitled,  ■! 
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11  An  aflfor  granting  an  aid  to  His  Majefiy^  by  a  land  tax 
to  btraifed'm  Great  Britain?  for  the  f  twice  of  the  year  one  thou- 
JendftVen  hundred  and  ninety-  one. 

"  /m  a&  for  continuing  and  granting  to  His  Majefiy  certain  * 

duties  upon  malt>  mumy  cyder }  and  ferry,  for  the  fervke  of  the 
mr  one  thouf and /even  hundred  and  ninety-  one. 

u  An  ail  for  granting  to  His  Majefiy  additional  duties  upon 
nah. 

"  An  a d  for  granting  to  His  Majefiy  additional  duties  upon 

tMrf,  tva/hy  and  0.  her  liquors  brewed  or  made  in  England  for 

extracting  fpirits  for  home  confumption  ;   upon  Jpirits  made  in 

Scotland,  and  imported  into  England,    and  upon  foreign  fpirits 

imparted  into  Great  Britain;  and  to  continue  certain  ails  for  dif 

\  fltuwung,  for  a  limited  time x  the /ever  al  duties  payable  in  Scot- 

I  lad  upon  low  wines  and  fpirits *,  and  upon  worts,  uq/A,  and  other 

[Hikers  there  ufed  in  the  diflillauqn  (fJpiritSy  and  for  granting  to 

[His  Majefiy  other  duties  in  lieu  thereof;  and  for  btiUr  regulating 

\  the  exportation  of  Britifhmade  Spirit*  from  England  to  Scotland, 

[  end  pom  Scotland  to  England  \  and  to  continue,  for  a  limited 

\  time,  an  a&y  made  in  the  twenty-Jixth  year  of  the  reign  of  his  pre- 

I jent  Majefiy,  to  difcontinue9  for  a  limited  time,  tie  payment  of 

"  the  duties  upon  lew  wind  and  fpirits  for  home  confumption,  and 

*r  granting  and  fecuring  the  due  payment  of  other  dut.es  in  lieu 

treof,  and  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  making  and  vending 

f Britijh  fpiritu 

u  An  ah  for  granting  to  His  Majefiy  additional  duties  on  the 
unt  of  the  duties  under  the  management  of  the  Commiffioners 

r  tie  affairs  of  Taxes,  therein  mentioned. 
u  To  which  your  Commons,  with  all  humility,  defire  ' 

roorMajefty's  Royal  affent." 
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Having  returned  from  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the 
Commons,  upon  motion,  adjourned  to 

fVednefday,  id  February,  1 79 1. 

The  Hcufe  Having  met,  purfuant  to  adjournment,  feveral 
private  bills  were  brought  in,  and  read  a  firft  time. 

Die  Speaker  rofe  to  acquaint  the  Houfe,  that  a  Mr.  Dick-      The 
m%  returned   for  Cambridge  and   Southampton,    had  not  Speaker. 
de  his  election  according  tp  the  rales  of  the  Hoqfe ;  that 
he  gentleman  did  not  come  forward  for  that  purpofe  in  a 
r  or  two,  he  fhoukl  confider  it  as  his  duty  to  take  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Houfe  on  the  fubjecl. 

r   Mr.  Wilberforce  rofe  to  give  notice,  that  on  Friday  next      Mr# 
7*emt ended  to  make  his  motion  for  appointing  a  Committee  Wilbcc- 
$at  the  purpofe  of  examining  evidence  on   the   Slave  Trade,    force* 
He  wiihtd  to  know  whether  that  motion  would  be  oppofed  ? 

Tea  Mr. 
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}&r.  Caw-      Mr.  Cawthorne  replied,  that  the  motion  would  not  pafe 
thorne.      without   oppofition,    and   requeued   that  Mr.  Wilberforce 

would  delay  it  till  Monday  next. 
#!r.  \Vil-      Mr.  JVi&erjorce  faid,  he  did  not  fee  the  utility  of  that  ad- 
bcrforce.'  journment,  and  therefore  requefted  that  the  gentlemen  who 

meant  to  oppofe  his  motion;  would  prepare  themfclves  to 

meet  it  on  next  Friday. 

The  Houfe  then  agreed  torefolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee 

of  Supplyon  Friday  next. 

r    Adjourned. 

Tburfday,  %d  February. 

The  Secretary  at.  War  gave  notice,  that  he  intended,  oil 
Monday  next,  to  move   the  Army  Eftimates.     He  faid,  it 
was  his  intention  alfo  to  move  the  Extraordinaries  of  tm\ 
Army  before  the  Eafter  recers.  *] 

General       General  Burgoyne  immediately  rofe  and  faid,  he  hoped  that 
3urgoyncjjie  eftjmates  of  the  independent  companies  might  neitberMI 
moved  on  Monday,  with  the  eftimates  of  the  army,  noroa 
the  day  which  might  he  named  for  the  extraordinaries.    F "' 
faid  he  continued  to  think,  as  he  had  ever  done,  that  raifif 
cf  the  independent  companies  was,  highly  impolitic,  and 
wiihed  that  the  fubjeft  might  undergo  an  ample  difcuffn 
in  as  full  a  Houfe  as  poflible ;  for  which  reafon,'  he  hoped 
honourable  Secretary  at  War  would  give  fuffieient  ndti 
when  be  intended  to  bring  that  queftion  forward*     Thefo 
nourable  General  faid,  he  lnould  conclude*  by  moving  forad 
account,  whi$h  he  conceived  it  to  be  neceflary.for  the  Hon* 
to  have,  prior  to  a  decifion  on  the  queftiorj  of  thofe  coropi* 
hies.     The  motion  he  had  to  make  was,  "  That  there  be  lai 
"  before  this  Houfe,  the  names  of  the  officers  employed  U 
"  raife   independent  companies,  fpecifying   their  refpe£kif 
*'  ranks  before  they  undertook  the  levy,  dnd  the  ranks  the 
**  were  to  receive  upon  the  completion  of  it,  ami  alfo  fpec* 
"  fying  fuch  officers  as  were  taken  from  half  pay. n 
Secretary       The  Secretary  at  War  faid,  he  had  no  obje&ion  to  the 
•at  War.  tion,  nor  to  any  other  the  honourable  General  might  it 
to  throw  light  upon  the  bufinefs  mentioned';'  he  was  equall 
defirous  with  the  honourable  General  to  have  the  railing 
the  independent  companies  brought  under  the  moft  ample 
cuffion,  and  in  as  full  a  Houfe  as  poflible,  ar>d  on  a  day 
itfelf,  unmixed  with  other  matter.     It  was  not  his  intention 
he  faid,  to  bring  it  forward  until  after  the  Houfe  was  in  prf 
feffion  of  the  half-pay  lift ;  about  ten  days  fub'fequent  to  thai 
he  fhould  give  notice  of  the  day  he  would  wifh  to  agitate  tk* 
fubjea.  .•"■-..  •! 

Mr.  A14.   :  Mr.  Alderman  Curtu   rofe,  agreeable  to  his  motion,  fa 
Curtis,      move  for  a  Committee  to- take-  into  confidcrathn  the  manner 

1      1  ir» 
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to  which  the  a<3  of  the  22d  of  George  the  Second  had  been 
carried  into  execution.  The  Alc'erman  firft  moved,  "  Tbajt 
u  the  ad  might  be  referred  to  and  read;"  which  having  been 
complied  with,  he  obferved,  that  before  the  holidays  an  ho- 
Inounble  gentleman  had  mentioned  that  a  large  fum  of  money 
y  in  the  hands  of  ihe  Truftees  of  Kamfgate  harbour,  and 
pen  examining  into  the  fafl,  it  would  be  found  that  a  very 
irge  fum,  indeed,  had  b?en  railed  on  the  Public ;  but  before 
e  moved  any  thing,  the  Alderman  thought  it  neceffary  to 
ate  to  the  Houle  the  grounds  on  which  he  brought  forward 
is  intended  motion.  The  a&  that  had  been  read,  he  ob- 
rved,  empowered  certain  perfons  to  raife  feventy  thoufand 
unds  for  the  purpofe  of  improving  Rajxifgate  harbour,  and 
labled  them  to  levy  fpecific  rates  on  fhipping  touching  at 

t  port.     Thri  Alderman  enumerated  thele  different  rates, 

laid,  that    fix  pence  a  ton  was   levied  on   aJl  veflels  of 

|C0  tons  burden,  and  downwards  ;  twopen<*e  per  ton  on  all 

Tcls  of  greater  tonnage,  and  threepence  per  ton  on  others 

a  particular  defcript ion.     By  the  operation  of  tbefe  rates, 

ie  Truftees  had  raifed  a  revenue  of  nearly  fifteen  thoufand 

year,  ten  thoufand  cf  which  had  been  paid  by  the  citizens 

London,  without  receiving  any  adequate  advantage,  all  the 

to  which  the  revenue  raifed  had  been  put,  having  been  the 
lofing  feme  acres  of  fand,  which,  fo  far  from  forming  a 

harbour,  was  highly  difficult  and  dangerous  for  (hips  of 
y  fize  tpen^er.  The  Alderman  faid  this  had  been  recently 
inced  in  two  instances,  two  large  veflels  having  attempted 
get  in,  when  one  of  them  funk,  and  the  other  knocked  her 
torn  out :  in  fad,  the  Alderman  declared,  fuch  was  the 
tculty  cf  entering  the  harbour  of  Kamfgate,  that  it  was 

rally  preferred  by  the  captains  of  fhips  to  ride  at  anchor 
the  Downs,  or  make  for  fome  other  port.     After  expatiat- 

on  thefe  particulars,  and  Hating,  that  in/lead  of  feventy 
uCind  pounds,  the  Truftees  had  expended  two  or  three 
dred  thoufand,  raifed  by  means  greatly  oppreffive  of  the 
chants,  who,  he  conceived,  were  peculiarly  entitled  to 
tedion,  the  Alderman  moved, 
*  That  a  Corpmittee  be  appointed  to  enquire  into  the 

anner  in  which  the  faid  ail  has  been  carried  into  exe- 

tion  ;  what  rates  and  duties  have  been  impofed ;  and  what 
"urns  of  money  have  been  collected  by  virtue  thereof,  and 
o  what  purpofes  fuch  money  has  been  applied,  and  to  re- 

rt  the  fame,  with  their  obfervations  thereupon  to  the 

oufe.* 

Mr.  Church  having  been  the  Member  who  firft  mentioned      Mr. 
fund  levied  by  the  Truftees  of  Ramfgate  harbour,  rofe  to  Church; 
a  few  words  more  on  the  fubjefl.     Mr.  Church  fliortly 

ed  into  a  hiftory  of  the  aft  of  the  22d  of  George  II.  and 

Othe 
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tbe  obj*6U  for  which  the  Legiflature  had  paffed  that  ftatu 
He  obferved,  that  by  the  words  of  the  a£t  of  Parliament  t 
Trufteesvyere  to  pay  oil' the  principal  rai fed  as  foon  as  thtj 
ihould  be  in  the  pofleifion  of  a  fund  adequate  to  that  purpofi 
Inftead  of  doing  fo,  they  had  continued  to  levy  the  rates  th 
had  been  mentioned.     Mr.  Church  ftated  the  neceflity  of  a| 
inquiry  into  the  manner  in  which  the  aft  had  been  can 
into  e^ecptiou,  and  confirmed  the  propriety  of  the  appoint! 
men t  of  a  Committee. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  and  carried. 
Mr.  rowys  having   moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  tl^ 
Houfe  to  go.  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill  relative  to  the  < 
fining  offenders  of  a  certain  defcription  in  penitentiary  houfi 
the  fame  was  read,  after  which  th*  Speaker  put  thequeftic 
"  That  he  do  now  leave  the  chair." 
Mr.  Mr.  Maittvaring  laid,  before  the   Speaker  left  the  chaS 

Mainwar-  he  wiflied  to  lay  a  few  words  on  the  principle  of  the  bill. 

iug*  was,  he  declared,  a  bill  of  infinite  importance,  andiftfa 

were  no  other  argument  agaiuft  the  proceeding  to  a  Coaunl 
tee  upon  it  than  the  thinnefs  of  the  Houfe,  that  alone  ougl 
to  weigh  with  gentlemen,  and  induce  them  to  port  pone  tj 
farther  confideration  of  the  bill  till  there  was  a  fuller  atten 
ance  to  difcufs  its  merits.     If  the  bill  were  to  pafs  into  ahj 
it  would  entail  on   the  people  a  large  addition  to  the 
burdenibme  tax  now  felt,  namely,  the  po^rs  rate  ;  itougN 
therefore,  to  be  maturely  confidered,  with  regard  to  its! 
ture  operation  end  effeft.     The  txpence  that  counties  rn^ 
fuftain  in  confequence,  Mr.  Main  waring  faid,  would  bee 
ceflive;  but  to  fpeak  more  particularly  of  that  county  wil 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  more  immediately  connedd 
they  had  for  fome  time  engaged  to  ere&  what  was  to  be  < 
fidered  as  a  fort  of  penitentiary  houfe,  at  an  enormous, 
he  might  fay,  a  cruel  expence.    It  was  meant  for  a  recepta 
for  criminals  of  a  certain  defcription,  with  a  view  to  prodq 
their  reformation  and  penitence.     That  houfe,  or  place  j 
confinement,  was  calculated  to  contain   between  three 
four  hundred  prifoncrs.     The   prefent   bill  empowered  t 
Judges,  Sheriffs,  or  jailers,  to  fend  convi&s  under  fen  ted 
of  tranfportation  to  penitentiary  houfes,  there  to  he  kept  uii 
fuch  time  as  (Government  mould  think  proper  to  order  tfc 
to  be  Uanfported.     At   prefent  there  were,  he  urulerftc 
between  three  and  four  hundred  convids  in  the  jail  of  Ncj 
gate  under  fentence  of  tranfportation,    and  if  they,  or  j 
equal  number  of* felons  of  drnilar  defcriptions,  (for  undou 
edjy,  as  the  operation  of  the  hill  was  profpe&ive,  the  j 
convi£ts  could  not  be  deemed  likely  to  come  within  itsi 
ing)  were  to  be  removed  to  the  Middleiex  penitentiary  I 
now  erecting,  the  houfe  would  be  crammed  at  once  * 

thrtf 
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three  or  four  hundred  of  the  moft  hardened  and  incorrigible 
rogoes;  and  it  would  be  idle  to  imagine  that  any  good  put- 
pole,  either  of  reformation  or  contrition,,  could  be  effeifted 
on  the  minds  of  beings  fo  abandoned  to  vice  and  infamy. — 
SuppoGng  that  the  convids  of  this  description  were  to  be 
kept  t6  hard  labour  for  two  or  three  year $>  and  at  the  end  of 
that  period  Government  (hould  think  proper  then  to  fend 
j  them  to  conclude  their  fentence  of  transportation  abroad, 
!  what  little  progrefs  towards  reformation  might  by  that  time 
L  have  been  effe&ed,  would  be  totally  loft,  and  of  no  avail, 
,  as  they  would  be  turned  out  to  mingle  in  their  paflage  abroad 
I  with  a  number  of  other  tranfports  full  as  bad  as  themfelves, 
rhefore  any  attempt  had  been  made  to  bring  them  to  a  fewfe  of 
pthtir  ill  condud.     The  Middlefex  penitentiary  houfe  now 
Leredine.  was  with  a  view  to  the  reception  of  criminals  of 
,  mother  and   a  Lets  profligate  defcription,  upon  w  1  iofe  minds 
1  Terormation  and  penitence  might   rationally  he  expefled  to 

I  be  produced  by  Solitary  impriSonme.t  and  hard  labour.  Mr* 
[Wainwaring  read  different  claufes  of  the  bill  to  Support  his 
'•argument  again  ft  the  policy  of  its  principle,  observing  that 
the  hll\  ftated  that  a  former  bill  had  paffed  into  a  law  many 
'ir?  Since  for  the  erection  of  certain  penitentiary  houfes, 
;t  ihsl  it  had  never  been  carried  into  effeft,  from  a  convic- 
of  th^  enormous  ex  pence  that  would  attend  the  under- 
ng.  Hef.itd,  the  fame  objefiion  lay  agamft  the  prefent 
till;  and  So  thoroughly  was  he  Satisfied  of  its  force  and  va* 
fity,  and  that  the  magnitude  of  the  objeft  required  the 
ft  Serious  and  deliberate  <  onbJeratton,  that  unleSs  the  ho* 
Table  gentleman  who  had  introduced  the  hid,  would  con- 
st to  give  farther  time,  and  put  off  his  motion  for  going 
oa  Committee  for  a  fortnight,  he  Should  hold  it  to  be  hi* 
fpen  Sable  duty  to  move,  **  That  it  be  committed  for  that 
P  day  fix  months  " 
k  Mr,  P&«wv$  rofe  in  Support  of  the  bill,  and  faid,  he  was  a  -jfrp 
Jfctfe  Surprifed  tliat  So  refpeftahle  and  arduous  a  Member  of  Powji. 
wlait  Parliament  Should  profeSs  himfelf  ignorant  of  the 
hill  and  ire  purpofes,  when  it  was  by  no  means  a  new  mea- 
fcre.  The  Same  bill,  in  all  its  material  parts,  had  been  be^ 
fcre  introduced)  and  its  principle  and  clauSes  had  received 
fan £ lion  both  of  that  Houfe  and  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ; 
the  bill  had  been  loft  in  con  Sequence  of  a  di  I  pate  between 
two  Hoajes,  with  refpefr  to  a  particular  claufe,  which 
been  altered  by  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  which  the 
nions  had  confidered  as  a  money  claufe.  The  honour- 
Ale  gentleman,  however,  was  mistaken  in  his  purview  of  the 
;  it  was  not  compulfory  on  every  county,  but  was  appli- 
e  merely  to  fuch  as  had  made  provifion  for  the  reception 
tonvtflrd  criminals  into  penitentiary  houfes.    Mr,  Powys 

ftattd 


jftated  the  two  pt'opofnions  that  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
honourable  Member,  viz,  either  to  put  off  the  farther  cqa- 
fideration  of  the  bill  for  a  fortnight,  or  to  fubmit  to  a  motion 
for  its   poftponement  for  fix   months.     H<;  agreed  with  the 
honourable  gentleman,  that  the  bill,  as  a  meafure  of  police, 
was  a  meafure  of  confiderabie  importance,  and  he  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  if  it  werfe  to  be  debated,,  the  Houfe  was  then 
too  thin  to  allow  of  a  fall  and  fair  difcutfion ;  he  was  willing,, 
therefore,  to  port  pone  his  motion  for  the  Speaker's  leaving 
the  chair  to  a  future  day,  hut  he  could  not  confentto  a  poll-; 
ponement  for  fo  long  a  jeiiod  as  a  fortnight ;  becaufe,  if  thftj 
bill  were  to  pafs,  it  ntuft  ekhcr  pafs  before  the  affizcs  calf  "' 
the  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  on  the  circuits,  fince  its 
ration    muft  ultimately  ieft  on  the  orders  of  the  Judges 
Affize,  or  {he  coantry  would  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  ofi! 
operation  for  half  a  year  to  come.     If  he  could  learn  wf 
the  fentiment  of  the  Houfe  was  upon  the  fubjecfc,  Mr..Powyi 
faid,  he  would  endeavour   to  meet  it.     He  was  willing  ti 
agree  to  delay  the  Committee  to  any  day  that  fhould  nut  in^j 
terfere  with  th6  object  of  the  bill,  and  defeat  it  in  the  manrw  * 
he  had  dated,  but  confidently  with  an  attention  to  that  ci 
cumftance,  he  would  take  any  earlier  day  which  the  Houl 
fliou Id  think  proper.  .' 

.    Mr.  Mr.  J&yll  faid,  if  the  bill'  were  to  pafs  into  a  law,  it  cef; 

Jekyll.     tainly  ought   to  acquire  the  force  of  a  ftatute  before  tV 
Spring  circuits  commenced.     Th<?  firft  affi/es,  Mr.  frky] 
faid,'  would  take  place  between  the  ift   and  7th  of  Marcl 
and  he  added,  that  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  learn  the 
nion  of  the  Judges  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  bill,  when  they  b* 
declared  it  met  with  their  entire  approbation.  k 

Mr.  Mr.  Powney  faid,  he  thonght  the  JuAjces  of  the  fcveil 

Powney.  counties  were  full  as  competent  to  decide  on  a  meafure  I3fl 
that  Which  the  bill  went  to  enforce,  as  the  Judges.  Ml 
Powney  complained  of  the  enormous  expence  which  thebfl 
if  patTed  into  a  law,  would  entail  on  the  counties  to  which  i 
Would  apply,  and  faid  it  would  operate  as  a  perverflon  oftkl 
purpofe  for  which  penitentiary  houfes  had  been  erected,  % 
it  was  with  a  view  to  the  reception  and  confinement  of  ofle* 
ders  of  a  lefs  incorrigible  nature  that  fuch  houfes  had  heel 
defigned,  and  not  for  the  impri fort ment  of  hardened  Jelooj 
whofe  determined  villany  would  contaminate  every  fpark* 
remaining  virtue  which  it  approached,  and  render  all  hopfl 
of  reformation  impracticable  apd  hopelefs.  Mr.  Pown* 
added  a  few  more  pertinent  obfervations. 
Mr/  Mr  Powys  faid,  that  if  authority  were  necef&ry  to  be 

Powys.  ferredto,  and  the  opinion  of  the  country  Magiflrates 
to  be  relied  on  as'material,  he  could  aflert  that  the  prii 
dnd  regulations  of  the  bill  had  the  entire  approbation  and  ft 
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cial  concurrence  of  as  large  a  meeting  of  Juftices  of  the  Peace, 
convened  from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  as  could  be  conve- 
niently affembled.  Mr.  Powys  concluded  with  moving* 
"  That  the  bill  be  committed  for  Wednefdajr  next."  Or- 
dered. 
The  Houfe  adjourned* 

Friday,  ^tb  February. 

After  the  Houfe  had  appointed  a  Committee  to  try  the 
merits  of  Mf .  Hohie  1  ooke's  petition,  and  fome  papers  or- 
dered from  the  Bank  had  been  prefented  and  read, 

Mr.  Burke  rofe,  and  gave  notice  that  he  fhould,  on  Mon- 
day fe'nnight,  make  a  motion  relative  to  the  impeachment 
of  Warren  Haft  ing*,  Efq. 

Mr.  Wilbcrforce  now  rofe  to  make  a  motion  for  the  Houfe  Mr.  W1U 
torefolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee,  in  order  to  move  for  a  Perforce, 
Committee  to  fit  above  flairs  on  the  Slave  Trade,  agreeable 
to  the  notice  he  had  given  laft  Wednefday.  He  faid  he  could 
not  conceive  what  objection  could  be  made  to  it ;  and  there* 
fore,  he  (hould  content  himfelf  with  barely  moving,  "  That 
**  the  Speaker  leave  the  chair." 

Mr.  Cawtborne,  after  fome  prefatory  obfervatiotis,  which  Mr.  Caw* 

We  did  not  difti nelly  hear,  complained  of  the  long  protrac-  thornc; 

k  lion  of  the  examination   of  the  fubjefk  of  inquiry*  by  the 

?  former  Committees,  and  the  great  mifchief  that  had  thence 

arifen  to  the  merchants  and  planters  interefted*     After  ex- 

prvffing  his  unwillingnefs  to  refill  any  motion  that  came  from 

lb  refpe&able  a  quarter,  unlefs  there  were  ftrong  reafons  to 

juftify  his  doing  fo,  and  declaring  that,  on  the  prefent  oc- 

I  cafion,  he  thought  himfelf  warranted  in  oppofing  any  farther 

xrraftination  of  the  main  qneftion,  he  faid,  he  did  not  mean 

then  to  "prefs  his   objection  on  the  Houfe,  unlefs  it  {hould 

appear  to  be  the  general  wifh  that  he  fhould  take  the  fenfe  of 

the  Houfe ;  nor  would  he   fefift   the  Speaker's  leaving  the 

chair,  provided  the  honourable  gentleman  would  ftate  the  fpe- 

cifictime  by  which  ihe  Committee  might  reafonably  be  fup- 

pofed  to  be  able  to  bring  their  enquiries  to  a  conclusion. 

Mr.  PViilerforce  faid,  it  was  utterly  impofllble  for  him  to  Mr.  Wil- 
rnter  into  any  fuch  compromife,  as  the  Houfe  mufl.  be  aware,  berforcc, 
>  from  a  coniideration  of  the  circumftances  of  the  cafe.  In  an 
-frptn  Committee,  where  every  Member  might  alk  as  many 
queftions  a*  be  chofe,  hemuft  be  a  bold  man  who  could  ven- 
ture to  fay.  when  the  examination  would  end.  In  the  firft 
fdsce,  exclofiye  of  the  difficulty  of  undertaking  to  anfwer 
of  thole  fcven  who  thought  with  him  upon  theiubjecTt,  how 
c  aid  he  tell  'What  number  of  queftions  thefe  who  contended* 
for  the  flave  trade,  would  alk  the  witneffes  ?  How  d<d 
;  know  how  many  interrbgatories  the  honourable  gentleman 
Vol,  XXV1U.  U  u  himfelf  — 
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himfejf  might  have  to  propofe  ?  With  regard  to  its  being* de- 
ferable to  bring  the  examination  to  a  conclufion,  it  undoubt- 
edly was  moft  delicabie;  and  the  honourable  gentleman  might 
be  allured  that  he  was  not  more  impatient  for  attaining  that 
object  than  he  was ;    every   day,  nay,  every  moment  that 
the  difcuflion  of  the  great  queft ion  was  poftponed,  and  the 
prejudice  of  mankind,  refpe&ing  the  trade,  fuffered  to  con- 
tinue, was  a  moment  too  much  ;  and  this  was  efpecially  felt 
by  him,  convinced,  as  he  was,  that  the  more  fully  the  (ob- 
ject was  di (cuffed,  the  more  completely  would  all  prejudice 
vanifli :  and  it  would  be  generally  acknowledged,  thar  po- 
licy, as  -well  as  humanity,   called  for  an  abolition  of  a  trade 
fo  difgraceful  and  degrading  to  human  nature.     He  meant, 
he  faid,  to  go  through  with  as  little  delay  as  poffible,  and 
alfo  to  call  as  few  evidences  as  poflible,  and  thofe  only  to  fub- 
ftantiate  fuch  fafts  as  he  held  to  be  material.     So  anxious 
was  he  to  bring  the  queftion  to  a  final  iffue,  that  he  had  of- 
ten balanced  in  his  own  mind  between  the  advantage  of  eftab- 
lifhing  certain  fafls  of  confiderable  importance,  or  by  not 
going  into  them,  accelerating  the  difcuflion  of  the  main  quef- 
tion.    Mr.  Wilberforce  declared  he  had  been  inadvertantly, 
led  to  fay  more  than  he  intended  ;  he  would,  therefore,  only 
repeat,  that  it  was  impofliblq.for  him  to  agree,  to  any  fuch 
com  prom  ife  a*  the  honourable  gentleman  propofed;  and  he 
muft  leave  it   to  that  honourable  gentleman  to   a&  as  he 
thought  proper. 
Mr.  Caw-      Mr.  Cawt'.orne  replied,  that  he  would  relieve  the  honour- 
thornc.      able  gentleman  from  any  difficulty  as  to  the  number  of  quef- 
tions  that  he  might  put  to  the  evidences,  by  alluring  him 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  afk  one,  and  that  he  and  thofe  gen- 
tlemen who  afted  with  him,  fhould  abfent  themfelves  from 
the  Committee. 
Mr.  Mon-      Mr.  M.  M*ntagu  faid,  it  was  impoffible  for  any  gentleman 
tagu.         to  anfwer  for  his  own  condudk,  much  lefs  was  it  in  his  power 
to  anfwer  for  that  of  others ;  his  honourable  friend,  there- 
fore, had  very  properly  refufed  to  enter  into  any  preliminary 
conditions  with  the  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him.  . 
In  a  Committee,  where  every  Member  had  a  right  to  be  pre- 
fent,  and  put.  what  queftions  he  pleafed  to-  the  witneffes,  nay, 
even  to  call  frefli  witnelfes,  under  the  order  of  the  Houfe,  it 
could  not  be  expe&ed  that  arty  gentleman  could  afceftain  the 
duration  of  fuch  Committee*  » 

1  Mr.  Wr  Mr.  fV.  Smith  faid,  that  the  delays  hitherto  were  in  a  great 
j  Smith.  meafure  to  be  afcriried  to.  the  opponents  of  the  abolition* 
•  fince  out  of  eighty-feven  fitting  days,  fifty-one  had  been  oc- 

cupied on  their  part  5  and  although  it  had  only  taken  twenty- 
fix  days  to. examine  wltnefles  in  favour . of  the  abolition,  the 
gentlemen  who  contended  for  the  Liverpool  merchants,  &c 
-  had 
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hadfpent  twenty-one  days  in  crofs- examination ;  it  was  im- 
poffible,  therefore,  for  their  fide  of  the  queftion  to  give  the 
leaft  anfwer  to  the  propofition  that  had  been  made  by  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  oppofite  to  him. 

Colonel  Tarleton  role,  not,  he  faid,  to  object  to  the  pre-    Colonel 
fent  motion,  but  to  give  notice  of  a  motion  which  he  fhould  Tarleton. 
ftate  before  he  fat  down.     The  Colonel  complained  of  the 
.      injury  already  done  to  the  numerous  merchants,  manufac- 
turers, and  planters,  concerned  in  a  trade  that  had  been  en- 
!     gaged  in,  and  carried  on  for  many  years,  under  the  faith  and 
lanclion  of  Parliament,  in  confequence  of  the  protraction 
[     fhat  had  already  attended  the  inquiries  of  former  Committees, 
I     and  faid,  that  when  it  was  confidered  what  volumes  of  evi- 
j     dence  had  already  been  prepared,  and  to  what  an  extent  the 
examination  had  been  carried,  every  gentleman  muft  furely 
have  made  up  his  mind  upon  the  fubject.     He  declared,  he 
was  not  averfe  to  any  farther  inveftigation,  provided  it  was 
not  made  fhe  inftrument  of  unneceffary  delay,  but  that  the 
fenfe  of  obligation  which  he  owed  to  his  conftituents,  made 
it  his  indifpenfable  duty  to  endeavour  to  have  the  main  quef- 
tion  brought  to  a  final  difcu/Tion,  as  fpeedily  as  poflible.     If 
gentlemen  were  anxious  to  exercife  their  philanthropy,  there 
were  a  variety  of  other  objects  to  difplay  it  upon.     He  fhould 
fappofe  the  poor  laws  would  afford  them  fufficient  fcope  for 
their  humanity,  or  the  ftate  of  our  infant  fettlement  in  South 
Wales,  refpecVmg  which,  with  the  leave  of  the  Houfe,  he 
would  read  one  extract,    among  many  other   teftimoniajs 
which  he  had  received  on  the  fubjefl — 

The  Speaker  interrupted   the  Colonel,  and    faid,    it  muft     The 
forely  be  apparent  that  the  ftate  of  our  fettlements  in  South  Speaker. 
Wales  could  have  no  reference  to  the  queftion  of  his  leaving 
'the  chair. 

The  Colonel  then  declared  himfelf  to  be  as  warm  an  ad- 
mirer of  humanity,  and  its  benign  influence,  as  any  man, 
but  he  thought  that  gentlemen  might  better  apply  their  be- 
neficence, tjjan  in  prejudicing  a  trade  of  great  importance  to 
the  country,  and  unneceflarily  throwing  difficulties  in  the 
Way  of  our  merchants  and  manufacturers.  He  concluded 
with  giving  notice,  that  he  would,  on  that  day  fix  weeks, 
Dove  the  queftion  of  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade- 
Mr.  Burke  declared  that  he  differed  entirely  from  his  ho-  Mr.Burke 
nourable  friend  who  had  juft  fat  down.-  The  argument  was 
-new  to  him,  that  becaufe  there  were  feveral  afls  of  charity 
which  required  to  be  performed,  they  ought  not  to  attend  to 
the  one  in  hand.  He  confefied  he  fhould  have  reafoned  in 
another  manner,  and  have  argued  that  the  beft  mode  of  get- 
ting through  the  acts  of  charity  necefTary  to  be  performed, 
was  to  bring  that  which  they  had  begun,  to  an  end  firft.     It 

Uu  a  undoubt- 
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undoubtedly  had  been  in  the  honourable,  gentleman's  power 
to  bring  the  bufinefs  to  an  end  long  fince ;  hut  it  was  not 
merely  the  conclufion  of  it  that  was  to  be  looked  to;  the  end 
to  which  it  was  to  be  brought  mull  be  a  good  end,  fuch  as 
yras  defirable  and  anfwerable  to  the  objedt.     He  was  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  refufed  to  make 
any  conditions  whatever  as  to  the  time  it  would  continue;  in 
fadt,  it  was  utterly  impoffible  that  he  fhould  fet  himfelfany 
limits,  becaufe  it  was  a  bufinefs  that  could  not  be  completed 
unofatUy  it  was  not  a  difeafe  to   be  cured  by  a  fingle  pill, 
without  lofs  of  time,  hindrance  of  bufinefs,  or  the  knowledge 
of  a  bedfellow.     Thofe  phyficians  who  fhould  be  inclined  to 
treat  it  in  that  manner,  would  not,  he  believed,  be  confidered 
as  the  beft  phyficians,  but  be  deemed  mere  quacks  and  empi- 
rics.    A  fkilful  phyfician  was  the  laft  man  to  commit  hiro- 
felf,  and  tell  his  patient  that  he  fhould   be  well  by  fuch  a 
day ;  fuch  a  man  well  knew  that  ohftinate  difeafes  required 
deliberate  cures,  and  muft  be  a  work  of  time,  and  would  not 
a&  like  medical  aftrologers,  and  pronounce  that  a  malady 
commenced  under  fuch  a  ftar,  and  muft  therefore  be  brought 
to  a  conclufion  under  fuch  a  planet.     It  had  taken  a  confi- 
derable  portion  of  time  already  to  proceed  as  far  as  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  done  in  the  bufinefs  of  reconciling 
the  policy  of  abolifhing  the  flave  trade  to  its  obvious  huma- 
nity, and  he  had  no  doubt  but  it  would  require  ftill  farther 
time  to  make  thofe  principles  combine ;  he  therefore  begged 
leave  to  thank  the  honourable  gentleman  for  having  anfwered 
in  the  manner  he  had  done,  and  refufed  to  tie  the  Committee 
flown  to  any  limits  in  point  of  time.     His  honourable  friend, 
.  Mr.  Burke  obferved,  had  faid  that  there  were  other  ohje&i 
of  beneficence  and  humanity,  which  required  the  attention  of 
that  Houfe;  undoubtedly  theie  were,  and  he  ihould  think 
the  time  of  the  Houfe  better  fpent  in  providing  for  them, 
than  it  often  was  when  occupied  very  differently  ;  nor  was  (t 
within  thofe  walls  only  that  honourable  gentlemen  could  e& 
ercife  their  philanthropy  ;  he  fhould  think  that  they  migbl 
employ  themfelves  without   thofe  walls  in   the  performance 
of  adU  which  would  redound  more  to  their  credit  and  to  tfc* 
advantage  of  the  Public,  than  many  of  their  own  amufemend 
did.     After  feveral  remarks  in  favour  of  Mr.  Wilberforce\ 
motion  ;  and  in  defence  of  his  reply,  Mr.  Burke  concluded 
with  repeating  his  thanks  to  that  gentleman  for  his  laudably 
perfeverance,  and  to  the  Committees  that  had  fat  hitherto 
for  their  fuccefsful  efforts;  and  he  declared,  that  if  the  en4 
of  their  labours  fhould  be  the  proof  of  the  policy,  as  well  II 
the  humanity,  of  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  there  wai 
not,  he  was  perfuaded,  a  man  in  the  Houfe  who  ijvould  not 
Tpjoide  and  feel  happy. 

Mr.! 
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Mr.  Martin  laid,  he  was  extremely  forry  that  any  fet  of 
people  whatever  fhould  be  fufferers,  but  various  as  the  defcrip- 
lions  of  thofe  who  required  the  humane  attention  of  that 
Bode  might  he,  no  body  of  fufferers  in  this  or  any  other 
Wintry  could  come  in  comparifon  with  the  negro  flaves,  ei- 
tker  as  to  their  numbers,  or  the  fe verity  of  the  hardfhips  they 
*ored;  much,  therefore,  as  he  fhould  lament  any  preju- 
\  that  might  refult  to  fo  refpeclable  a  body  as  the  mer- 
ts,  yet  no  confideration  of  prejudice  to  individuals  ought 
\  ftaud  in  the  way  of  relief  to  fo  numerous  a  fet  of  fufferers. 

^ Colonel  Tarleton  rofe  to  explain,  but  proceeding  to  gene- 
.rgament,  he  was  interrupted  by  the  Speaker,  who  faid, 
5  honourable  gentleman  muft  confine  himfelf  to  explanation. 
Be  therefore  contented  himfelf  with  repeating  his  notice. 

Thequeftion  was  then  put  and  carried,  upon  which  the 
Speaker  left  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Elliot  took  his  feat  at  the 

Mr.  Wilberforce  then  moved,  €€  That  in  order  to  facilitate 

*  the  progrefs  of  the  Committee  in  the  matters  referred  to 
I*  them,  the  Houfe  will  be  pleafed  to  appoint  a  Committee 

*  for  ihe  purpofe  of  taking  the  examination  of  fuch  witneffes 

ull  be  found  neceffary  to  be  examined   touching  the 
1  faid  matter* 
il  That  the  feveral   petitions  that  were  prefented  to  the 

*  Hoofe  in  the  laft  Parliament,  relating  to  the  Have  trade, 
4  he  referred  to  the  faid  Committee. 

u  That  the  minutes  of  the  evidence  taken  in  laft  feflion, 
:  together  with  all   reports,  accounts,  and  papers,  which 
wtie  laid  before* the  Houfe,  be  referred  to   the  fame."—- 
bred.     The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday,  ^th  February. 

Ir-  Powys,  Chairman  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  try 

merits  of  the  petition  prefented  to  the  Houfe  by  John 

mc  Tooke,  Efq.  complaining  of  an  undue  return  for  the 
pi  Weftminfter,     made   the  following  report  to  the 

afc,  viz. 
1  hat  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  the  right 
ourable  Lord  Hood  is  duly  elefted. 

tThat  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  the  right 

on.  Charles  James  Fox  is  duly  elected. 

[That  the  petition  of  the  faid  John  Home  Tooke,  Efq. 
I  appear  to  the  faid  Committee  to  be  frivolous. 

[That  the  petition  of  the  faid  John  Home  Tooke,  Efq. 
appear  to  the  faid  Committee  be  be  vexatious. 
That  the  opposition  of  the  faid  Lord  Hood  to  the  faid 
tition,  did  not  appear  to  the  faid  Committee  to  be  frivo- 
ls or  vexatious. 

V  That 
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u  That  the  oppofition  to  the  faid  petition,  by  the  ri| 
*  honourable  Charles  James  Fox,  did  not  appear  to  the! 
c<  Committee  to  be  frivolotrs  or  vexatious." 
Mr. Burke      Mr.  Butke   rofc,  and,  with  great  earneftnefs,  urged  I 
propriety  of  the  Houfe  Taking  notice  of  a  petition  fo  eA 
ordinary*  in    its  nature,  and  of  crrcumftances  of  fuch  nd 
riety  a-,  laid  before  the  Committee.     He  laid  great  ftrtfr 
the  importance  of  the  privileges  of  that  Houie,  ttttidi*! 
he  faid,  of  the  moft  ineilimable  value  to  rh"r  people  of  E 
land,  and  ought  not  to  be  fafiered  to  be  violated  titbits 
rrrty.     He  contended  that  the  conduft  of  the  petitioner, 
onlv  in  the  ftyie  of  his  petition,  but  in  his  behaviourhe 
the  Committee,  to  whole  decifion  the  merits  of  the  peti 
had  been    referred,  called  for  their  moft  ferious  anima) 
fion,  and  that   it  would  iower  the  Houfe  in  the  opinio*' 
the  people  of  England,  if  they  pafled  by  fo  grofsandaj 
cious  an  infult  as  had  been  practifed  upon  them.     He  ar 
that  notoriety  had  often  been  made  the  ground  of  procfe^ 
m  that  Houfe,  and  that  in  the  prefeiit  cafe  the  notcriel! 
the  conduct  of  the  petitioner  was  undeniable.     Thoxrtjb 
Houfe  had  not  before  them,  regularly,  what  had  paira 
the  Committee;  and  whrch   he   considered  to  be  an  3j 
vation,  if  pofiible,  of  the  petition  prefented  to  the  H( 
they  could  no*,  they  ought  not,  he  faid,  to  ftuit  their 
againft  what  was  matter  of  public  notoriety,  and  general 
fervation.     In  that  Committee,  matters  had  arifen,  vi 
called  on  thejoftice,  6r\  thewiidom,  and  on  the  policy  o 
Houfe,  to  notice:  he  fuggeftcd  the  propriety  ofcalSn 
the  Committee  for  a  fpecial  report,  that  the  houfe  migi 
enabled  to   inftitute  a  proceeding  upon  the  petition,  # 
they   \\ad    voted  frivolous  and  vexatious,  and   which 
proved  to  be  neither  more  nor  lefs  than  a  mere  vehicle  of 
cious  abnfe  on  the  Houfe,  on  the  Speaker,  and  on  the  H 
iter  of  the  country,   as  a  Member  of  the  HoQle,  and  01 
confiitution  itfelf.     The  prefent,  he  faid,  was  a  time  of' 
rrroTis  innovation,  and  he  apprehended,   if  the  cond*£ 
Mr.  Tooke  were  pafled  by,  it  would  be  attended  withl 
rvii  confequehces.     The  Election  Committees  of  that  \h 
he  declared,  were  to  beconfidered  as  their  fbeet  anchor;  1 
wer?  rfrablrflied,  by  a  facrifice  on  the  part  of  the  Houfi 
an  ancient  and  moft  valuable  privilege,  for  the  purpofeo 
tisfying  tl  e  minds  of  the  people  ;  and  to  con v nice  thenfo 
the  conduct  and  effect  of  a  Judicature,  feparated  frome 
poflible  idea  of  party  or  corruption,  that  the   Member 
that  Houfe  were  duly  elected,  according  to  the  laws  and* 
ilrtution  of  the  country  ;  with  this  Judicature  the  people 
been  well  fatisfied,  and  he  reprobated  every  attack  made 
them,  as  he  would  reprobate  an  attack  made  xrpon  ihef 


u  1791* 


DEBATES. 


333 


felf,  considering  both  to  be  dangerous  to  their  privileges* 
id  to  the  conilitution.  He  wiljied  therefore  to  take  the 
jotter  up  from  its  ori&in,  and  institute  fome  proceis  upon 
[in  a  regular  way.  After  reafoning  on  theie  points  at  con- 
|crable  length,  Mr.  Burke  recommended  it  to  the  Houie 
\  diieit  the  Committee,  whole  report  had  juft  been  re- 
tiwei  aui  re  d,  to  make  a  fpecial  report  of  all  the  facts  that 
id  come  before  them, 

[Mr.  Pc*ujyi  rofe  ta  defend  the  Committee,  of  which  he  had 
Honour  to  be  eleiSled  chairman,  trom  the  indir^l  cen* 
ft  t  it  appeared  to  have  been  call  upon  thtm  by  the  right 
■jerable  gentleman,  became  they  had  not  made  a  Special 
■kt.  Mr.  Powys  faid^  the  Committee  had  not  it  It  Ids 
■ptttio'i  at  the  contents  of  tlie  petition,  than  the  Hcuf; 
■JtpreiTed  on  fjjfl  receiving  it,  but  they  had  thought 
BiuGrcieiuly  difcharged  th-;r  duty  in  reporting  the  j  eti- 
Hp  lie  frivolous  and  vexatious;  conlcious  that  the  Houle 
Bpreviouily  apprized  of  the  nature  and  contents  of  the 
Hpn,  the  Committee  did  not  feci  it  incumbent  011  them 
B-  m  >re  than  enquire  into  the  truth  of  that  a  J,  "egaticn, 
Bi  brought  the  petition  within  the  m  aning  of  the  aft 
Bfliamtnt*  That  if  it  were  wifhed  by  the  Houie  to  in- 
K  any  farther  proceeding  witli  regard  to  what  had 
h  hefote  thtm,  the  regular  way,  lie  conceived,  would 
pcali  for  the  minutes  of  the  Committee,  when  he  milted 
■bold  be  found  that  the  Committee  had  faithfully  dif- 
Bpd  their  duty. 

Ml  Rmke  rofr  again,  ami  fa  id  it  had  been  far  from  his  in- 
bon  to  call  either  diredrly  or  indirectly  any  thing  like  a 
be  on  his  honourable  friend  or  the  worthy  Committee 
flu  with  him.  The  purity  of  their  conduit,  and  in- 
mm  all  the  election  Committees,  Mr*  Buike  declared, 
Hvoad  queflion.  The  Committee  which  had  fit  on  the 
■khiiler  petition  had  done  every  thing  that  could  he  cx- 
I  at  their  hands,  and  indeed  every  thing  within  the 
Hf  their  power  and  authority.  The  Honfe  therefore 
■pot  exrirefs  a  wifh  that  they  IhouLd  have  a£ted  other- 
Ibn  rhey  had  done.  All  hf?  meant  was,  to  recommend 
Be  Houfe,  for  the  f;ike  of  their  own  dignity,  u>  Li- 
lt tme  proceeding  upon  a  bulinefs  of  fo  extraordinary 
pre,  and  which  had  challenge !  lb  much  of  the  public 
^M,  and  perhaps  calling  for  the  minutes  of  the  Com- 
I  was  the  more  regular  mode  of  conduct.  But  the 
Bjtncy  of   the   petitioner  ought  to   be  pimifhed.     He 

■  not,  however,  to  pref*  any  motion  upon  the  Houfe 

■  moment.    It  might  poffibiy  bedeenu-d  prudent  to  take 
map  deliberation,  and  to  po  ft  pone  the  difcuflion  to  a  fu- 
■j.      He  was  fatisfied  with  having  difcharged  his  con- 
ference 
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fcience  in  calling  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fobja 
and  it  depended  upon  them  to*  aft  as  they  thought  propaJ 

Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  he  had  heen  afforded  an  oppfli 
tunity  of  delivering  his  fentiments  on  the  petition  whew 
was  fir  ft  preferred,  and  nothing,  that  had  paffed  fifteen 
fpeding  it,  had  inclined  him  to  be  more  favourable  towan 
either  the  petition  or  the  petitioner;  he  ftill  thought  the  fl 
tit  ion  to  be  libellous  and  fcandalous  in  a  flagrant  degree; 
he  begged  leave  to  recommend  it  to  the  right  honoai 
gentleman  not  to  make  any  motion  to  the  Houfe  of  afi 
on  the  fubje£x.     His  fuggeftion  appeared  to  him  to  he 
gular  and  improper.     Whatever  motion  was  thought 
per  to  be  offered  mull,  he  obferved,  be  grounded  o* 
petition,  of  the  contents  of  which  the  Houfe  were  peri 
apprized,  becaufe  nothing  grew  out  of  the  report  that 
warrant  a  proceeding  of  any  kind*     With  regard  to  c 
for  the  minutes  of  the  Committee,  the  idea  was  irai 
ticable.     The  Committee  had  fulfilled  their  purpofe, 
had  made  their  report,  and  their  objeS  was  confequent 
an  end.     They  were  no  longer  in  extftence,  and  the 
had  no  power  whatever  to  recognize  them  as  a  Comi 
Mr.  Pitt  again  recommended  it  to  Mr.  Burke  by  no 
to  call  upon  the  Houfe  to  agree  to  any  fudden  motion, 
Mr.  Mr.  Burke  fpoke  again,  and  reiterated  his  former 

Burke,     ments,  again  infilling  upon  it,  that  the  Houfe  ought  tf 
fome  ferious  notice  of  the  conduft  of  the  petitioner, 
,  punifli   his  delinquency,  having  made  the  pretence 
ele&ion  petition  the  vehicle  of  a  libellous  charge  again 
Houfe  itfelf. 

Mr.  Fox.  \ii\  Fox  declared  he  differed  from  his  right  honoa 
friend  entirely.  He  thought  the  Committee  had  a&ed  * 
in  taking  no  notice  of  the  petition  ;  he  really  believe! 
was  the  wifeft  and  moft  fit  way  of  treating  it.  Thef 
knew  that  the  Houfe  were  matters  of  its  contents,  and 
not  derive  any  fatisfadlion  or  information  from  the 
mittee  refle&ing  them  back  again  in  their  report, 
therefore  had  adted  wifely,  and  fully  difcharged  their < 
in  reporting  the  petition  frivolous  and  vexatious.  Wfc 
gard  to  the  petition's  having  engaged  a  confiderable  fltf 
the  public  attention,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  thought  his  hoi 
able  friend  was  miftaken  ;  he  could  not  believe  thefaftj 
be  that  as  it  might,  the  law  of  the  land  had  provided  1 
medy  and  a  punifhment  for  all  perfons  who  prefented' 
tions,  that  were  reported  by  a  Committee  of  that  Hod 
be  frivolous  and  vexatious,  and  that  was,  that  fuch 
tioners.  were  to  pay  the  cofts.  If  therefore  any  geritll 
thought  it  worth  his  while  to  prefent  a  petition  to  theH 
in  order  to  obtain  an  opportunity  of  making  a  fpeech 


i 


a  Committee)  and  abufing  the  Houfe  or  any  of  its  members, 
the  *£t  of  Parliament  annexed  a  punifliment,  which  he  con- 
ceived would  fufficiently  reftrain  the  pra&ice  and  prevent  a 
frequent  repetition  of  it*  Mr*  Fox,  in  the  courfe  of  his 
fpeech,  faid  a  word  or  two  in  apology  for  fpeaking  on  a  fijb-  . 
jefl  in  which  he  m;ght  be  prefumed  to  be  in  fome  fort  in- 
terefted. 

Mr.  Burke  rofe  once  more,  and  after  pleafantly  obferving     M 
that  his  motion  had  been  proved  to  be  frivolous  though  not    jjai.|^ 
vcxatieus,  and  raifing  a  hearty  laugh  by  fome  verbal  wit, 
contended  that  his  honourable  friend,  feeling  in  a  cafe  which       # 
he  might  be  fuppofed  to  be  immediately  concerned  more  de- 
Jkately,  than  he  would  have  done  the  cafe  of  any  other 
man,  had  not  argued  with  his  ufual  accuracy  and  precifion. 
Be  declared  he  never  was  more  clear  in  an  opinion  that  he 
had  formed,  than  be  was  on  the  prefent  occafion.     He  was 
covinced  that  the  audacioufnefs  of  the  petitioner  in   firft 
canfing  a  petition  of  fuch  novelty  to  be  prefented  to  the 
Houfe  (for  new  it  was  in  the  ftrongeft  fenfe  of  the  word)  and 
;lhen  pertinacioufly  perfi  fling  in   holding  language  in  fulling 
(rind  offenGve  before  one  of  the  Committees,  called  for  the 
Ittoft  ferious   animadverfion   of  that   Houfe      They  were, 
..Mr.  Burke  faid,  to  fupport  their  Committees,  and  confider 
u  infults  offered  them,  as  infuhs  offered  to  themfelves*     With 
JRgard  to  what  he  had/  faid  of  the  petition's  having  challenged 
the  public  attention  in  a  great  degree,  he  knew* it  to  be  a 
-  feft*    He  had  talked  with  many  people  on  the  fubjedl  when 
the  petition  had  been  firft  prefented,  and  it  bad  been  the 
opinion  and  the  expectation  of  a]  1  of  them,  that  the  Houfe 
would,  and  ought  10  take  fpecial  notice  of  it,  and  treat  it  as 
Ht  deferved.     His  honourable  friend,  he  obferved,    feemed 
sot  to  fee  the  conduct  of  the  petitioner  in  its  true  light ;  he 
[feemed  not  to  be  aware,  that  the  offence  it  held  out  was  not 
rely  that  the  petition  was  frivolous  and  vexatious,  but 
it  tended  to  lower  the  Houie  in  the  opinion  of  the  pub? 
and  that  it  thence  became   neceflary  for  them  to  aflert 
ir  dignity,    and  maintain  their  importance-     After  ar- 
jtting  in  terms  of  fome  warmth  againft  the  abufe  of  the  pri- 
vilege of  petitioning  that  Houfe,  (the  firft  right  the  fubjedl 
M  to  aflert,  and  the  laft  he  ought  to  abandon,)  and  profil- 
ing it  to  the  purpofe  of  Icandalizing  and  labelling  the  re- 
fentatives  of  the  Commons  of  England,  Mr,  Burke  faidt 
thought  he  perceived  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  to  he  again  ft 
;  hi  fiiould  therefore  content  hiuifelf  with  thefatisfac- 
of  having  difcharged  his  duty,  in  emir  a  von  ring  to  call 
attention  of  the  Houfe  to  a  line  of  conduit  which  he 
ight  the  occafion  demanded. 
:ol.  XXV III-  X  x  Mr. 


Mr.Fitt,       jvir.  Chancellor  rut  declared,  ne  coma  not  ice  now  me 
right  honourable  gentleman  could  imagine  he  had  cc-ileded 
the  fente  of  the  Houfe  on  the  fubjec\  no  regular  indication 
of  that  ienfe  having  been  given.     For  his  part  he  had  rifen 
merely  to  recommend  that  no  motion  fliould  be  made  of  a 
fudden  refpe£Ung  the  matter  in  queftion,  but  that  gentlemen 
might  be  allowed  time  to  turn  the  fubjeS  in  their  roindsj 
and  form  a  deliberate  judgment  upon  it  before  they  originated 
any   proceeding  refpecVmg  it.     Out  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  nothing  arofe  that  could  warrant  immediate  mea- 
fure,  becaufe  having  ftated  that  the  petition  was  frivolous 
and  vexatious,  the  Committee  had  done  their  duty,  and  the 
z€t  of  Parliament  provided  what  the  legiflature  had  deemed 
to  be  an  adequate  remedy.     Whatever  ftep,  there 'ore,  was 
farther  taken,  muft  be  grounded  on  the  original  petition, 
which  had,  when  firft  prefented,  been  fome  time  unJer  difc 
cuflion,  and  the  contents  of  which  were  consequently  known1 
to  the  Houfe.     He  only  begged  to  be  understood,  as  not  pre- 
fuming  to  ftate  the  fenle  of  the  Houfe,  but  merely  as  re* 
commending  the  taking  farther  time  for  confide  ration. 
Mr.       :    Mr,  Martin  faid,  he  rofe  not  to  juftify  the  petitioner,  or 
Martin,  to  fupport  any  libellous  matter  that  might  appear  in  his  petK 
tion,  but  merely  to  ftate,  that  fince  his  petition  had  beetf 
prefented,  various  articles  had  appeared  in  the   public  newW 
papers,  which  in  his  mind  had  challenged  the  notice  of  tf 
Houfe,  and  had  neverthelefs  efcaped  their  attention.     As 
proof  of  his  affertion,  Mr.  Martin  read  a  paragraph  relatiti 
to  the  rights  of  certain  inhabitants  to  vote  for  the  borough  of 
Luggerfhall,  when — 
Thc^        The  Speaker  reminded  him,  that  the  article  he  was  read* 
Speaker.  jng}  ha(j  no  relation  to  the  matter  under  confideratton. 

Mr.'  Mr.  Courtcnay  faid,  the  wifeft  way  would  be  to  treat  xH 

Courtenay  petitioner,  his  petition,  and  his  conduct  before  the  Com? 
mittee,  with  filent  contempt,  in  which  cafe  they  would  fool 
fink  into  oblivion. 

■  The  matter  was  put  an  end  to,  by  calling  for  the  order  o 
the  day. 

Sir  Charles  Bunbury  gave  notice,  that  on  Wednefday  nexi 
when  the  Bill  for  regulating  Jails,  and  the  puniftiment  fd 
certain  offenders  came  under  confideration,  he  fhould  makl 
a  motion  relative  to  offenders  of  another  defcription,  vtaj 
thofe  couvi£ts  who,  in  purfuance  of  their  fentence,  had" 
tranfported  to  Port  Jackfon/and  our  fettlements  in  theSoi 
Seas. 

Mr.  Burke  faid,  the   notice  he  had  given  on  Friday,  o 
his  intention  to  bring  forward  a  motion  relative  to  the 
of  Warren  Haflings,  Eftj.  having  been  given  in  rather 
thin  Houfe,  had  not  been  fufficiently  underftood,  he  thct 
fore  would  take  the  advantage  of  the  larger  attendance  thrfj 
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he  then  few,  and  repeat,  that  on  Monday  next  he  ftould 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  for  that  pui  pofe. 

The  Houfe  having  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  Mr.  Gilbert  having  raken  his  feat  at  the  table, 
and  the  feveral  Army  and  Ordnanoe  Eftimates  having  been 
pre?ioufly  referred  to  die  confideration  of  the  laid  Com- 
mittee, 

The  Secretary  at  War  rofe  to  move  the  refolution  s  for  the  Secretary 

Dumber  of  forces,  their  pay,  &c.  &c.     Sir  George  explained  "  War* 

I  to  the.  Committee  what  the  differences  were  between  the 

cibblifliment  of  the  prefent  year,  and  that  of  the  preceding 

:  one.    He  flared,  that  the  doathing  of  the  guards  were  to  be 

!  paid  for  by  the  public,  according   to  the  prefent  regulation, 

and  that  the  expence  would  he  eighteen  hundred  pounds; 

[  lot  as  they  were  cloathed  only  once  in  two  years,  the  amount 

^  would  be  to  be  deducted  from  the  charge  of  next  year.     An- 

iOther,  and  indeed  the  principal,  increafe  of  this  year  was,  the 

fay  of  the  fupernumerary  officers  to  the  invalids,which  were 

inted  to  garrifon-duty  while  the  regulars  were  on  other 

ice;  this  would  amount  to  rather  more  than  five  tbou- 

d  pounds.     Sir  George  explained  fome  other  particulars, 

'  (aid,  the  whole  of  the  increafe  collectively  amounted  to 

t  thoufand  nine  hundred   pounds.     Having  ftated  tbefe 

drcumftances,  Sir  George  moved  the  firft  refolution. 

Mr.  Fox  rofe  immediately  and  faid,  he  did  not  mean  to  op-  Mr.  Fox. 
pole  the  refolution,  becaufe  having  heard  from  his  Majefty's 
Miniiiers  when  the  increafe  of  feamen  had  been  voted,  that 
there  were  reafons  known  to  them,  which  made  an  increafe 
«rfnaval  flrength  neceflary  in  their  opinion,  it  was  impoffi- 
fclc  for  him,  not  being  aware  of  thofe  reafons,  to  contend 
againft  the  prefent  motion;  but  he  rofe  principally  to  ftate, 
inat  he  frill  retained  his  objections  againft  the  going  to  any  4- 

fpniiderable  expence  for  increafed  armaments  for  the  Weft 
India  Iflands,  being  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  they  were  not 
wly  objectionable  in  point  ©f  economy,  but  ftill  more  fo  in 
point  of  prudence.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  knew  not  whether  the 
>ik\  nt  ffion,  or  the  next,  would  be  the  fit  and  ieafpnable 
time  for  difcuffing  the  queftion ;  but  at  one  time  or  other,  as 
ipccmilances  fliould  warrant,  he  certainly  would  bring  the 
Liijwtt  under  con  fide  rat  ion,  and  would  then  ftate  on  what 
cunds  he  refted  his  opinion.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  underftood 
the  ordnance  eftimates  were  to  be  brought  forward  as 
as  the  army  eftimates  were  voted,  a  practice  which  he 
not  but  condemn,  as  they  ought  in  his  mind  to  be 
the  fubjsA  of  different  days  difcufEon;  but  he  wifhed 
know  if  it  was  intended  to  call  upon  Parliament  for  more 
«y  for  the  fortifications  in  the  Weft  Indies,  [Mr.  Craw- 
laid  No,  acrofs  the  Houfe.]     Mr.  Fox  exprefled  his  fa- 

X  x  2  ti* faction       / 
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tisfa&ion  at  hearing  this ;  and  having,  after  a  few  general  db- 
fervations,  ftated,  that  he*  retained  his  former  opinions  on 
the  two  different  fubje&s,  fat  down. 
Mr*  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  (aid,  if  he  underftood  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  corredly,  he  did  not  mean  to  oppofe 
the  motion  then  made,  but  merely  to  ftate  that  he  retained 
his  obje&ions  both  to  the  increafe  of  the  armaments  in  the 
Weft  Indies,  and  to  the  idea  of  erefting  fortifications  for 
their  defence.     Whenever  the  difcuffion  mould  arrive,  Mr. 
Pitt  faid,  he  had  00  doubt  but  he  (hould  make  it  appear  to  ' 
the  fatisfa&ion  of  the  Houfe,  that  it  was  both  highly  (eco- 
nomical and  perfectly  prudent  to  increafe  the  force  for  the  ' 
protection  of  the  Weft  Indies,  and  alfo  to  ere&  certain  forti- 
fications  in  fome  of  the  iflands ;  but  no  charge  on  the  latter,  : 
he  faid,  was  this  year  ftated  in  the  ordnance  eftimates,astbs  '\ 
Board  of  Ordnance  had  thought  it  necefiary  to  fend  out  en-  j 
gineers  toeiamine  the  iflands,  and  by  being  eye  witneflciJ 
enable  themfelves  to  decide  with  precision  what  the  neceflaty^j 
extent  of  the  fortifications  was,  and  thence  afcertain  thrj 
expence,  before  Parliament  were  called  upon  for  any  money 
for  the  purpofe.  ! 

The  Secretary  at  War  then  moved  the  feveral  refolutioni 
following,  wjiich  were  voted  unanimoufly. 

570,0001.  us  2|d.  for  the  charge  of  17*003  men,  guaril 
and  garrifons. 

329,544!.  10s.  for  forces  in  the  plantations,  Ace. 

8,4871.  1  os.  7d«  for  difference  of  the  charge  between  tfc 
Britifh  and  Irifti  eftablifhments  of  feven  battalions  of  fool 
ferving  in  America. 

1 1,4351.  1  as.  10 Jd.  for  pay  to  be  advanced  to  troops  ferf* 
ing  in  India. 

64,5001.  for  recruiting  land  forces,  and  for  contingencie 

15,5551  14s.  5Ji.  for  full  pay  to  fuperannuated  officers. 

6,4091.  8?.  for  the  pay  of  general  officers. 

63,2761.  5s.  8d.  for  allowances  to  Pay-Mafter  General 
Secretary  at  War,  Commiffary  General,  &c.  &c.  1 

Mr.  Crawford  afterwards  opened  the  ordnance  eftimated 
and  moved  the  neceftary  refolutions,  which  were  alfo  vottl 
unanimoufly,  and  were  as  follow :  1 

3857I.  5s.  id.  for  expences  of  fervices  performed  by  tW 
Office  of  Ordnance,  previous  tbthe  31ft  of  December  17M 
and  not  provided  for.  \ 

►,613!.  19s.  id.  for  fervices  performed  by  the  Ordnance 


Office  for  land  fervice  and  not  provided  for  in  1789.  j 

25,2781.  12s.  for  expences  and  fervices  performed  by  thdj 
Office  of  Ordnance  for  fea  fervice  and  not  provided  for  fc 
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2159I.  4&  5d.  for  expences  and  fervices  performed  by  the 
Ordnance  Office  for  Land  Service  and  not  provided  for  in 
1790. 

381,761!.  18$.  3d.  for  the  charge  of  the  Office  of  Ordnance 

»79J- 

The  faid  refolutions  were  ordered  to  be  reported  to  the 
Houfe  to-morrow. 

The  Secretary  at  War  prefented,  purfuant  to  order,  <c  an 
1  account  of  the  names  of  the  officers  of  the  Independent 
Companies,9  moved  a  few  days  back. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday,  %th  February. 

A  Committee  being  balloted  to  try  the  merits  of  the 
Towey  election  petition, 

The  Secretary  at  War  prefented,  purfuant  to  order,  a 
ibte  of  his  Majefty's  Forces  in  the  Eaft  Indies.  The  title 
was  read,  and  the  ftatement  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr  Gilbert  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  four- 
teen refolutions  come  to  on  Monday  laft,  relative  to  the  army 
:nd  ordnance.     The  fame  were  read  twice,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Morton,  from  the  Laft-India  Houfe,  attending,  was 
tilled  in  and  delivered  u  A  copy  of  the  correfpondence  be- 
tween the  Rajah  of  Travancore  and  the  Government  of  Ma- 
dnfs,  on  the  fubje£t  of  the  faid  Rajah  having  purchafed  the 
frm  of  Cranganore  and  Jaycottah  from  the  Dutch,  together 
•nth  three  other  accounts/*  The  titles  were  read,  and  the 
papers  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  a  number  of  copies  to 
be  printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  Members. 

Colonel  Macleod  faid,  he  underftood  a  right  honourable  Colonel 
feodeman  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  which  he  intended  Macleod. 
to  make  on  Monday,  relative  to  the  trial  of  Mr.  Haftings. 
fie  did  not  fee  the  right  honourable  gentleman  in  his  place, 
fend  therefore  he  hoped  fome  one  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman's  friends  would  anfwer  for  him,  and  inform  him 
if  the  nature  and  purport  of  the  intended  motion. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  conceived  his  right  honourable  friend's  Mr.  Fox. 
action  would  be  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of 
Manager*  to  proceed  with  the  impeachment.    . 

Mr.  Ryder  moved,  that  the  Corn  Bill  be  recommitted, 
i*d  that  it  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Hotffe  on  Tuefday  next.     Ordered. 

Mr.  Lufttington  (Chairman  of  the  Eaft- India  Company), 
trie  to  make  a  few  obfervations  upon  the  papers  juit  pre- 
rated. 

The  Speaker  informed  Mr.  Lulhington,  that  he  could 
tiake  no  obfervation,  regularly,  unlefs  it  was  his  intention 
u:jJ  with  a  motion. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  he  underftood  from  the  honour- 
able gentleman,  that  he  purpofed  to  make  obfervations  upon 
the  motion  that  was  intended  to  be  founded  on  thofe  papers 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Hippefley),  who  had : 
moved  them  ;  and  as  that  gentleman,  he  was  informed,  war 
indifpofed,  he  conceived  it  would  neither  be  contrary  to  tto 
inclination  of  the  Houfe,  nor  contrary  to  the  interefts  of  the 
public,  to  allow  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  from  hi* 
fituation  rrruft  be  fuppofed  to  be  well  acquainted  with  the 
fubje£t,  to  make  thofe  obfervations  he  rofe  to  fubmit  to  tht 
Houfe.  *  / 

The  The  Speaker  faid,  lie  had  underftood  the  honourable  geo 

Speaker*  tleman's  intention  to  be  merely  to  make  obfervations  upo| 
the  papers  prefented ;  otherwife  he  fliould  not  bave  inter 
rupted  him. 

Mr.  Lufh-      Mr.  Lufblngton  again  rofe ;  he  faid  the  obfervations  h 

isgton.   had  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfe,  referred  to  the  time  when  til 

motion  upon  the  papers  ought  to  be  taken  into  confidential 

tie  lamented  the  indifpofition  of  the  honourable  gentlemi 

who  had  intended  to  make  the  motion,  and,  whom  heknei 

to  be  poffeffed  of  great  local  knowledge  in   confequencefl 

his  long  refidence  in  India,  and  that  he  was  a  gentleman 

confiderable  ability  and  unblemifhed  honour.     His  fpeec 

however,  upon  a  former  occafion,  had  made  it  necefla 

that  his  motion  fhould'  neither  hang  in  fufpence,  nor 

pafied  by,  for  fince  that  period  the  papers  had  daily  pour 

forth  the  groffeft  abufe  of  our  allies  in  India,  which  mjg 

be  of  dangerous  confequence,  unlefs  counteracted  by  the  p 

ceedings  of  that  Houfe.     He  did  not  fuppofe  that  Engl 

papers,  which  were  conveyed  in  abundance  to  India, 

operate  upon  our  troops,  or  upon  our  government,  but 

dreaded  the  effect  they  might  have  upon  the  Mahrattas,  a 

the  Nizam,  utilefs  the  Houfe  took  up  the  bufinefs  in  tij 

to  fend  an  antidote  to  their  poifon  with  them  in  the  fit 

about  to  fail  for  India.     By  the  papers  juft  prefented, 

could  arife  no  ground  whatever  to  fuppofe  that  the  war 

India  had  been  wantonly  or  improperly  undertaken;  on1 

contrary,  they  would  clearly  prove  it  to  be  a  war  of  neceffi 

of  juftice,  and  of  policy;  he  preffed  it  therefore  upon™ 

Majefty's  Miniflers,  if  no  motion  was  fpeedily  made  u| 

the  papers  before  them,  to  come  forward  with  a  vote  of 

probation  of  the  condu&  of  lord  Cornwallis,  in  the 

mencement  of  the  war,  and  in  the  treaties  he  had  fucc« 

fully  concluded   between  the  Britifh  Government  and 

Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam,  who  fo  far  from  being  backwa 

on  the  occafion,  or  proving  adverfe  to  the  connexion,  h 

with  the  utmoft  readinefs,  figned  the  treaties,  and  exbibi 

the  nod  adtive  movements  efle&ually  to  fulfil  them. 

concta 
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concluded  with  expreffing  his  fatisfa&ion  in  being  enabled, 
from  perfonal  enquiry,  and  from  the  moft  unquestionable 
authority,  to  alTure  the  Houfe,  that  "  there  was  not  the 
"  leaii  foundation  for  the  report  of  the  definition  of  part  of 
«  the  Britifh  force,  by  the  cutting  off  of  colonel  Floyd's  de- 
a  tachment." 

Mr.  Francis  moyed  that  the  papers  be  printed.     Ordered ; 
and  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

ffednefdayy  gtb  February. 

An  account  was  prefented  from  the  India  Houfe  of  the 
<bte  of  the  Company's  European  forces  according  to  the 
Jail  returns,  &c.     And  alfo  an  inforantion  refpeding  the 
trier  of  the  7th  in  ft  ant,  requiring  a  return  of  the  draught 
tod  cairiage  bullocks,  employed  by  the  army  under  General 
pleadows,  &c.    Which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
Sir  Chttrles  Bunbury  rofe  and   laid,  that  the  regulation  of  SirCharltt 
i  p  ii-iiiment  of  offenders,  upon  a  point  relative  to  which  Bunbury* 
rtne*nt   to   move  the  Huufe,  and  which  was  to  form   the 
bjed  of  a  bill  to  be  fuhmitted  to  a  Committee,  was  of  great 
fiance.      It  not  only  extended  to  the  treatment  and  re- 
nation  of  offenders,  but  to  the  frcurity  of  the  (ubjed% 
ibe   prevention   of  crimrs.     And  lureiy  whatever  had  a 
ncy  to   promote  thsle  detuable  objects  was  entitled  to 
moit  lenous   attention  of  the  Legiilature.     But  it  had 
found  that  any  provifions  which  could  be  made  by  the 
£tilacure  was  of  little  conference,   unleft  it  was  (econded 
%t  efforts  of  the  fervants  of  the  crown.    Surely  there  was 
[object,  on  which  the  conjoined  endeavours  of  the  leg i (la* 
taud  executive  powers  could  be  more  worthily  employed, 
in  whatever  had  a  tendency  to  promote  the  public  tran- 
lit y  and   check   the  progref^  of  crimes.     If  the  ciiminal 
Dry  of  this  country  was  reviewed,  the  increaic  in  the 
of  ronvi&s  would  appear  alarming,  and  almoft  in- 
ble.     Taking  the  average  of  the  la  ft  twenty  years,  the 
pber   of   thofe  capitally  convicled   had   been  double  the 
nb  r  of  thofe  convicled  within  the  fame  preceding  term 
ears*      And  what  would  appear  moie  ft  range,  the  num- 
[of  tho  e   felonioofly  convicted  had  twice  exceeded  that 
Drtion-      Such  an  enormous  increafe  within  fo  fmall  a 
:  of  time,  it  muft  be  allowed,  was  a  moft  ferious  and 
lidable  evil,  and   demanded  the  moft  ftrenuous  exertions 
I  the  immediate  application  of  means,  in  order,  if  poiliMe, 
prevent   its  progrefs.     Among  the  defecls  in  the  regu.la- 
1  of  purtiihment,  might  be  reckoned  the  bad  ftate  of  our 
This    chiefly   proceeded    from  the  want  of  feparate 
in  which   the  criminals  might  he  confined  according 
be  different  degrees  of  their  offences,  and  that  indtferi- 

minate 
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minate  intercourfe  be  prevented,  Which  tended  to  confirm 
the  hardened  offender,  and  deprave  the  timid.  The  number 
of  criminals,  who  were  allowed  to  accumulate  in  our  jails, 
was  another  circumftance  of  the  word  confequence.  It  was 
evident  that  in  order  that  jails  fhould  be  judicioufly  regu- 
lated, it  was  neceffary  that  they  fhould  be  well  conftrufied; 
and  that  they  could  not  be  well  conftrudred  without  incur- 
ring a  confiderable  expence.  Many  improvements  had  been 
lately  made  by  the  magi  ft  rates  and  gentlemen  of  the  counties. 
But  the  eflefcl  of  their  fpirired  exertions  would  be1  in  a  great 
meafure  loft,  or  at  leaft  never  could  be  rendered  fo  com- 
pletely and  extenfively  ufeful,  if  they  were  not  fecondedty 
the  activity  of  the  Miniflers  of  the  Crown.  The  neceffity  d 
tranfportation  was  univerfally  allowed,  and  at  the  fametinxi 
it  was  proper  that  attention  fhould  be  paid  to  the  Gtuatiofll 
/elected  for  this  purpofe.  On  this  account  he  thought  itolj 
confequence  that  inquiry  fhould  be  made  into  the  ftate  of  dq 
prefent  colony,  in  order  to  afcertain  how  far  it  was  adeqaaty 
to  the  nature  of  fuch  a  fettlement,  or  had  anfwered  the  pat* 
pofes  for  which  it  was  intended.  He  now  moved,  "  11 
**  an  account  (hall  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  the  number  < 
€l  convi&s  fhipped  to  New  South  Wales,  and  the  numb 
"  more  to  be  fent  in  the  fhips  under  order  to  fail." 
Mr.  Mr.  Jekyll  faid,  that  he  rofe  more  readily  to  fecond 

Jckyll.    motion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  on  this  fubjed, 

his  high  approbation  of  the  bill  whicfe  he  had  formerly  i 
troduced  for  Penitentiary  Houfes;  a  bill,  which  if 
into  effedi,  would  have  been  the  mod  graceful  ever  enft 
upon  the  ftatute  book.  From  what  caufes  it  fell,  iti 
not  now  his  bufinefs  to  inquire.  The  information  wh 
the  motion  had  in  view  to  bring  forward,  appeared  to  ' 
the  more  neceffary,  as  rumours  got  abroad,  and 
there  might  be  doubts  entertained  within  the  Houfe,  not! 
the  moil  pleafant  fort,  with  regard  to  the  ftate  of  the  fettj 
ment.  It  had  been  fuggefted,  that  the  foil  was  fcanty,  ;* 
ile,  and  unprodu£live  of  every  thing  neceffary  for  the 
pofes  of  exiftence,  and  that  this  deficiency  of  nature  wasl 
no  means  compenfated  by  the  fupply  of  provifions,  fof 
to  render  the  fituation  of  the  colony  the  moft  defperate  J 
dangerous  that  can  be  imagined.  Such  rumours,  no 
rendered  the  information,  by  which  it  was  to  be  hoped 
they  would  he  confuted,  neceffary.  It  was  proper  that 
quiry  fhould  be  fet  on  foot,  whether  the  fituation  had  bl 
already  found  adequate,  and  was  eligible  to  be  employed 
the  purpofes  of  fettlement.  The  immediate  profecotioH 
the  inquiry  was  the  more  neceffary,  as  there  were  at  pref 
embarked,  and  under  orders  for  failing,  eighteen  hood 
eonvi&s  deftined  for  the  fame  place ;  and  the  informal 

wh 


which  was  called  for  by  the  motion,  by  ascertaining  the  pre- 
fent fitoation  of  the  fettlement,  would  enable  them  to  judge 
how  far  it  could  bear  fuch  an  addition,  which  in  the  point  of 
view  prefented  by  general  rumour,  would  be  a  meafure  equally 
repugnant  to  policy  and  humanity.  He  propofed  that  on 
this  account  a  fufpenfion  of  the  failing-orders  fhould  take 
pface  till  the  proper  information  could  be  produced,  and  the 
neceflary  inquiries  made,  that  if  there  was  found  to  exift,  as 
I  however  he  trufted  would  not  be  the  cafe,  fuch  an  unhappy 
nature  of  foil,  and  fo  dreadful  a  fcarcity  of  provifions,  the 
ezpofure  of  fo  many  individuals  as  were  now  embarked^ 
night  be  prevented,  and  the  calamity  of  the  prefent  inhabi- 
|  tants  not  increafed  by  an  addition  to  their  number  in  fuch 
circumftances. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  he  was  glad  that  the  motion  Mr,  Pitt, 
had  been   made,  if  there  exifted  fuch  rumours,  as  had  been 
mentioned  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  had  fpoken 
Jaftj  that  by  the  information,  which  was  required  to  be  pro- 
duced, any  impremon  which  they  had  made  might  be  done 
ay.     He  was  confident  that  when  that  information  was 
"uced,  it  would  appear  upon  what  fmall  authority  fuch 
mours  were  founded,  and  how  materially  they  were  con- 
tradi&ed  by  the  evidence  of  fadb.     But  with  regard  to  the 
I  propotal  that  had  been  made  of  fufpeuding  the  failing  orders^ 
Ifce  mould  confider  himfelf  by  adviling  any  fuch  propofai  as 
^ierraying  the  duty  which  he  owed  to  the  Crown.     By  fuch 
1  a  lufpenljon*  the  feafon  might  be  loft,   without  taking  into 
*0Dfi deration  the  expe nee  and  inconvenience,  without  which, 
in  other  rt-fpe£r.s»    it  would  be  attended*      It  was  obvious 
'What   difficulty  muft  occur   in  forming  a  new  arrangement 

Kdifpofe  of  a  body  of  convicts  amounting  almoft  to  two 
oufand.  If,  in  compliance  with  the  terms  of  their  original 
ifentence,  they  mould  he  tranfported,  a  new  voyage  of  dif- 
fovery  muft  be  fet  on  foot,  in  order  to  find  out  fome  other 
Imiarion.  If  they  mould  be  placed  in  penitentiary  houfes, 
•It  was  neceftary  that  thefe  penitentiary  houfes  mould  be  fir  ft 
Tit,  Whatever  meafure  could  be  adopted  would  be  found 
be  attended  with  ex  pence,  inconvenience,  and  delay.  And 
,  indeed,  ought  !o  he  highly  convinced  of  the  fuperior 
.vantages  of  a  new  fettlement  to  the  prefent,  who  fhould 
ffDpofe  achange  of  (ituation*  In  the  eve;it  of  fuch  a  change, 
ill  the  difficulties  of  a  new  efrahliftiment  muft  he  again  en- 
ntered,  all  the  expences  incurred,  a  conduct  which  only 
flrongeft  and  moft  indubitable  confidence  of  fuccefs,  in 
prefent  fit  nation  of  affairs,  could  juftify,  And  that 
tion  muft  indeed  be  productive  of  much  greater  advan- 
;es,  which,  on  the  rifk  of  a  new  eftablifhment,  could  be 
rerable  to  the  fettlement  at  read  v  made.  The  yfe  of  peni- 
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tentiary  houfes,  he,  in  fome  inftances,  regarded  as  tbpwril 
policy,  where  criminals  were  accumulated  without  proper 
attention  to  the  degrees  of  their  guilt ;  as  he  regarded  tkife 
houfes  as  intended  only  for  the  reception  of  thofe  who,  f^om, 
the  fmaller  enormity  of  their  offences,  afforded  hopes  of  re- 
formation.    To  introduce  criminals  of  all  defcription?,  vcas* 
in  effedt,  to  deitroy  the  intention  of  the  iuititution ;  an}, 
inftead  of  an  inftrument  of  reformation,  to  render  it  a  fource 
of  depravity.     In  the  regulation  of  punifhment,  it  was  ne- 
ceflary  to  attend  to  the  degree  of  the  offence.     It  was  one  of, 
the  fir  ft  and  cuoft  obvious  maxims  in  in  Aiding  punifhment, 
that  it  fliould  be  fuited  to  the  crime.     On  this  account  it 
was  requitte  fometimes  to  inflift  hardfhip,  though  it  w^ft 
certainly  defirable  to  employ  it  as  fparingly  as  poflible,  and, 
always  proper  to  avoid  unneceffary  feverity.     The  fituation 
of  Botany  Bay  was  by  no  means  fuch  as  he  now  underftool  : 
it  had  been  reprefented  by  rumours.     Before  fuch  rumours, 
fhould  be  allowed  any  weight,  he  only  defired  that  the  ne- 
ceffary  information  might  be  waited  for,  which  he  was  coo», 
vinced  would  afford  a  very  different  reprefentation  of  things*. 
It  was  not  neceflary  that  it  fhould  be  a  place  of  luxury  and 
comfort ;  fuch  a  perfuafion  might  be  attended  with  the  worft 
confequences.     But  he  could  almoft  venture  to  aflert,  and  he 
believed  it  would  be  confirmed  by  fad,  that  this  fettlement ; 
was  not  only  lefs  exceptionable  in  point  of  feverity,  and  fa-  ■ 
perior  in  point  of  comfort  and  convenience,  to  any  fonnfflL, 
fituation  employed  for  the  fame  purpofe. 

Sir  Charles  Bunbury  then  moved,  ] 

Secondly,  "  That  there  be  bid  before  the  Houfi?  an  ac%; 
"  count  of  the.expence  incurred  in  tranfpprting  thp.fajdcoo*. 
««  vidts." 

Thirdly,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  anac^ 
"count  of  the  quantity  and  coil  of  the  provifions  fent  for: 
"  the  fupport  of  the  fettlements  in  New  South  Wales*" 
But  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  mentioning,  thai. 
a  great  part  of  the  provifions  for  the  fettlement  were  ap--, 
pointed  to  have  been  fent  from  the  Eaft-Indies,  and  that  no 
returns  had  been  made  from  that  quarter,  fo  that  the  ac-  ( 
counts  c?ould  not  be  filled  up»  it  was  added  to  this  motion, 
"  as  far  as  the  fame  can  be  made  out." 

Fourthly,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  an  ac- 
€C  count  of  the  expence  of  the  Civil  and  Military  Eftablifli*  J 
"  ments  kept  up  in  the  fettlements 'in  New  South  Wales/ 

Upon  this  motion,  Mr.  Burke  remarked,  that  it  would  be.  1 
neceflary  to  increafe  the  military  eftablrfhment,  as,  in  fuch 
a  fituation,    the   inhabitants  could  not  with  propriety  be  ' 
formed  into  a  militia,  or  have  arms  put  into  their  hands  , 
With  any  degree  of  fafety ;  and  that  the  authority  of  go-  ^ 

venupenT 
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Ycrnraetit  cottld  only  be  maintained  by  the  influence  of  co- 
ercion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  this  point  would  afterwards  form  Mr.  Pi*, 
the  fubjeft  of  difcuflion,  when  the  Houfe  fhould  take   into 
confideration  the  ftate  of  the  prefent  eftablifhment. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve 
itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the  Offen- 
ded bill, 
The  Speaker  put  the  queftion,  that  he  fhould  leave  tlie 
'   chair. 

Mr.'  Powys  rofe  and  faid,  though  fome  objeflions  had  been      Mr. 
intimated  to  this  bill,  h*  did  not  fuppofe  that  the  Speaker's    *ow7f« 
I  leaving  the  chair  could  be  oppofed,  becaufe  when  the  bill 
I  went  into  a  Committee,    it  might  undergo  amendments; 
!  and  whatever  they  were,  he  would  wifh  them  to  be  made    - 
in  the  Committee,  becaufe  there  were  many  reafons,  moil 
of  which  he  had  formerly  mentioned,  for  having  the  pre- 
:  fent  bill,  or  fome  part  of  it,  palled  as  foon  as  poflible. 

Mr.  PVilberforcc  was  forry  to  oppofe  any  thing  that  came  Mr.  Wil- 
■  from  bis  honourable  friend,  but  could  not  at  once  agree  to  bcrforce. 

die  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair.     He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
:  honourable  gentleman,  and  thofe  who  a£ted  with  him  on 
this  bill,  had  taken  much  pains  to  examine  and  underftand 
the  roeafure  properly.     It,  however,  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and  that  he  thought  required  a  full  attendance,  as 
."  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Member  of  Parliament  to  attend  the 
difcuflion  of  bufinefs  which  fo  univerfally  concerned  their 
j  Conftituents,  as  the  effe£ts  of  this  bill  muft  do.     The  Houfe 
l.tras  thin  at  prefent,  but  had  it  been  otherwife,  he  doubted 
that  gentlemen  had  been  in  pofleflion  of  fufficient  information 
jb  enable  them  to  decide  fo  haftily  on  a  bill  which  they  had 
Jtever  feen.     It  was  from  no  purpofe  of  oppofition,  but  from 
4  defire  to  underftand  the  principle  and  tendency  of  the  bill, 
Ihat  he  wifhed  his  honourable  friend  to  defer  the  confideration 
Bf  it  at  leaft  for  a  few  days,  that  time  might  be  given  to  have 
printed,  as  every  member  would  be  defirous  to  read  it  and 
e  up  his  mind  upon  the  fubje£t.     For  his  part  he  had 
•ever  feen  it  till  a  few  hours  ago ;  he  had  fent  for  a  copy  of 
it,  and  was  informed  that  there  was  not  a  printed  copy  to  be 
if  that  was  the  cafe  with  him  who  had  fat  in  the  laft 
iaroent,  though  he  had  not  the  good  fortune  to  be  prefent 
the  difcuflion  of  this  bill  then,  how  much  more  muft  the 
members  of  this  Parliament  be  defirous  to  fee  the  bill 
re  they  could  form  any  judgement  upon  it* 
Mr-  Powys  faid,  it  was  needlefs  for  him  to  go  over  the      Mr. 

merits  he  had  already  ftated  on  this  fubjedt ;  but  from    Powys. 
i  nature  of  the  objection  now  made,  he  muft  take  the  li- 
hj  of  refunding  the  Houfe  of  the  progrefs  which  this  fame 
Y  y  2  bill 
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bill  had  in  the  laft  Parliament,  and  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  failed.     The  bill  had  gone  through  all  its  ftages,  and  { 
pa£Ted  th^t  Houfe :  it  had  done  the  fame  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords;  but  a  fmall  alteration  being  made  in  it  there,  the  \ 
Houfe  of  Commons,  when  it  came  back  to  them  with  that 
alteration,  confidered  it  as  a  money  bill,  and  threw  it  out. 
This  he  muft  likewife  remark,  happened  on  the  laft  day  of 
the  feffion ;  but  what  he  meant  to  infer  from  this  was,  that 
tjie  bill  had  been  maturely  deliberated  upon,  printed,  and 
pa£Ted  by  the  Uoufe  of  Commons  and  Lords,  and  therefore, 
might  be  fuppofed   to  be  fully  underftood.     He  wilhed  ttej 
objection  made  by  his  honourable  friend  had  come  forwanV 
when  he  moved  the  queftion  laft  week,  as   it  might  hai*j 
been  obviated  before   now;,  by  ordering  the  bill  to  be  it* 
printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  Members,  and  this  would  hav$ 
faved  much  time,  which  he  thought  of  very  great  confc* 

Jiuence.  One  particular,  and  with  him  v^ry  ftrong,  reafo^ 
or  going  into  the  Committee  now  was,  that  the  bill  im^; 
proved,  amended,  or  whatever  part  of  it  might  be  agreed  t0| 
fhould  be  palTed  into  a  law  before  the  Judges  went  upon  thfl 
circuit,  a  confideration  that  had  mixh  weight  with  hiflii 
He  hoped,  therefore,  gentlemen  would  not  object  to  going 
into  the  Committee,  that  fome  part  of  the  bill  might  m 
agreed  to,  and  pafled  into  a  law.  i 

j^r-  Mr.  Mahiwar'ing  was  not  in  the  houfe  when   thefe  arM 

Mainwar-  ments,  which  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Powys)l»B 
ing.  mentioned  as  fatisfa£tory,  had  been  given  on  a  former  oe 
*  cafion  ;  he  therefore  fliould  think  himfelf,  and  believed  cna 
other  gentlemen  would  think  themfelves  much  obliged 
the  honourable  gentleman  if  he  would  explain  to  them  wl 
was  the  principle  of  the  bill.  He  underftood  the  princij 
to  be,  that  thofe  felons  who  were  convicted  of  crimes, 
which  our  penal  laws  prefcribed  exile  and  temporary  trai 
portation  as  a  punifhment,  fliould  be  provided,  by  this  hi 
with  a  refidence,  and  perhaps  employment,  from  the  tilO 
that  they  were  fentenced,  till  the  time  it  might  be  expedi« 
for  His  Majefty  to  order  them  to  be  tranfported ;  and  thi 
when  the  Judges  had  pafled  fentence,  they  delivered  the 
fenders  over  to  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  who  fent  themt 
fuch  correction  houfe s  as  they  thought  proper,  there  ton 
main,  perhaps  employed,  perhaps  not,  for  an  uncertain  fp*< 
of  time,  that  might  either  be  fhort,  or  extend  to  the  who 
time  which  they  had  been  fentenced  to  fufFer.  He  faidl 
was  not  quite  in  the  fame  predicament  with  the  honourab 
gentleman  before  him  (Mr.  Wilberforce),  for  he  had  got 
bill  about  ten  days  go,  but  he  owned  he  wilhed  for  ifl 
time,  and  that  the  bill  might  be  properly  underftood,  eff 
cially  as  he  did  not  fee  any  harm  that  could  refult  from 
delay. 

1  Mr. 
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Mr.  ffilbtrforce  ftill  argued  upon  the  neceffity  of  a  fuller 
.  attendance,  and  having  the  bill  re-printed  before  it  went  into 
a  Committee.  He  could  not  fee  that  there  would  be  any  in- 
convenience from  the  bill  not  paffing  into  a  law  before  the 
Judges  went  on  the  circuit;  for,  by  a  claufe  in  the  bill,  fcy 
which  the  approbation,  if  not  recommendation,  of  the  quar- 
ter feffions  is  neceflary,  before  the  Judges  could  be  called  on 
to  interfere  on  the  principle  of  the  bill,  it  could  not  pofiibly 
fc  be  carried  into  force  before  the  Lent  aflizes. 

Mr.  Buxton  wifhed  the  Houfe  to  adopt  the  mode  propofed     Mr. 
j  ly  the  honourable  mover  (Mr.  Powys)  by  going  into  a  Com-   Buxtoa. 
,©ittee.     He  thought  tranfportation  anexpenfive  way  of  pu- 
f  fiifhing  criminals,  and  preferred  keeping  them  in  the  country 
1  when  there  was  a  chance  either  of  reforming  them,  or  em- 
ploying them  ufefully  during  the  period  of  their  folitary  con-      v 
fioemenr.     He  believed  the  principle  of  the  bill  to  be  good, 
and  wifhed  it   to  go  to  a  Committee,  where  any  alterations 
that  appeared  neceflary   might   be  made*     He   added  fome 
other  local  remarks  on  the  fituation  and  effects  of  a  peniten- 
tiary houle,  that  he  had  lately  had  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing in  the  county  of  Norfolk. 

I  Mr.  Montagu  fpoke  a  fbort  time  in  oppofition  to  the  Mr; 
Speaker's  leaving  the  chair.  He  did  not  altogether  under-  Montagu, 
fland  the  honourable  gentleman's  (Mr.  Powys)  arguments, 
when  h^  wifhed  the  hill  to  go  into  a  Committee,  before  the 
Uuufe  knew  what  it  was  ;  and  what  was  the  plan  which  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  propoied  ?  why  it  was  this — let 
He  get  this  bill  brought  into  a  Committee  ;  I  know  it  is  not 
jerfcft,  but  I  and  my  friends  will  make  it  fo;  you  are  to  fit 
lri:h  your  hands  acrufs,  not  knowing  any  thing  of  the  mat- 
ter, (and  he  coafeued  he  knew  nothing  of  it)  till  it  is  through 
the  Committee,  and  paffed  into  a  law,  Mr.  Montagu  faid  a 
few  words  more,  to  which  Mr.  Powys  replied,  and  he  and 
Mr.  Wilberforce  were  both  up  again  feveral  times  in  the 
fturfe  of  this  converfation. 

^  Mr.  Mainwaring  faid  he  had  another  ohfervation  to  make     Mr. 
feth  regard  to  the  compulfive  part  of  the  bill.     If  he  under-  Mainwar- 
*  it  right,  it  was  not  compulfory   on  the  magiftrate   to  ing^ 
the  offenders  to  the  penitentiary  houfe  ;  but  if  they  chofe 
do  fo,  it  was  compulfory  on   the  Governor  of  the  pecu- 
niary houfe  to  take  them,  in  whatever  ft  ate  the  Houfe  was 
as  to  numbers  already  in  confinement  there,  or  accommo- 
k    tion.     A  circumfhnce  that,  in  his  mind,  was  fraught  with 
tie  moft  mifchievous  confluences. 

lftr,  Jfatga  replied,  that  the  bill  certainly  went  to  give      Mr, 
JBore  power  to  ihejuftices  of  the  peace,  whom   he  believed    Powyi. 
lo  he  the  beft  judges  of  the  local  lituation  of  their  refpedtive 
•Qunties;  but  he  faid  the  option  was  not  left  with  them  to 

decide 
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decide  how  long  the  offenders  Were  to  be  kept  before  the  fen-f 
tence  pafled  on  them  was  put  in  execution  ;  and  lrkewiftft*! 
marked,  that  the  Judges  having  .pafled  (entente,  it  did  be*  I 
come  compulfory  on  the  juftices  to  a&  in  conformity  WHM 
that  fen  tence.  Gentlemen  had  claffed  two  diftind  brand*t| 
of  the  bill  together — the  firft  and  fecond ;  the  laft  was  i 
he  was  moft  anxious  to  pafs  into  a  law,  for  the  reafon  1 
had  already  given. 

Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  could  fee  no  poffible  harm  thattfuj| 
arife  from  the  delay  propofed.     He,  aswefl  as  hishonou 
friend  (Mr.  Wilberforce),  had  wifhed  to  fee  the  bill,  anil 
fent  for  it,  but  was  anfwered,  that  there  was  no  printed c 
remaining;  he  then,,  with  difficulty,  procured   a  copy 
had  been  printed  laft  year,  but  owned  that  he  had  not  leifd 
to  examine  it.     He  did  not  mean  now   to  fay,  that  he 
proved  or  difapproved  of  the  bill,  as  it  was  hot  before  tl 
but  certainly  he  thought  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  I 
nourable  gentleman,  or  thofe  who  adted  with  him,  to 
claufes  or  make  amendments  to  their  own  bill,  it  woiild  I 
as  well  for  them  to  complete  it  firft,  and  then,  having  1 
printed,  that  it  might  be  fully  underftood,  it  could  go  Ml 
Committee  as  expeditioufly  as  poffible. 

•    Mr.  Mr.  P$wys  laid,  if  he  thought  his  preffing  the  motion  I 

Powys.    the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair,  was  againft  the  general  f« 
of  the  Houfe,  he  would  not  perfift  in  it ;  and  from  what  I 
fallen  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  over  the  wayf  J 
would  take  the  liberty  to  afk  one  queftion  of  him,  and  1* 
anfwer  might  poffibly/atisfy  him  whether  there  was  a  i 
fity  for  going  on  with  the  bill  or  not.     That  queftion 
whether  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  it  in  contemplation] 
bring  forward  any  fcheme  for  providing  a  general  recept: 
for  offenders  fentenced  to  be  tranfported,  during  the  inter 
between  their  being  condemned,  and  the  time  of  their  1 
tranfported  t 

Mr.  Pitt.        Mr.ChancellorP/tf  replied,  that  he  hadhofbch  plan  inc 
temptation,  nor  had  he  rea  on  to  think  that  afiy  of  HisW 
jefty's  Minifters  had ;  moreover,  tie  would  not  hefttate  tof 
that  he  did  not  approve  of  a  general  receptacle  for  fuch    "" 
ders,  being  well  convinced,  that  proper  houfes  for  that  i 
in  the  different  counties,  would  be  much  better  adaptrfi 
the  purpofe,  becaufe  they  could  be  more  eafily  looked ; 
and  kept  under  better  regulation,  thafi  it  was  poffible  for  3 
general  receptacle  to  be  managed  in.     He,  however,  th 
.     he -had  no  difficulty  in  faying  this,  would  not  have  rt  un 
ftood  that  he  had  given  anyTtecided  opinion  upon  the!" 
queftion,  for  he  really' was  not  fufficiently  informed  upont 
fuhjeft,  and  muft  therefore  referve  his  fen timents  till  a  foti 
period. 

Mr.] 
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Mf«  ?**?*  feJ&  $&K  whatever  might  be  the  fate  of  til©     Mr. 

queftion,  he  was  fo  far  Satisfied  with  having  done  his  duty  aa   Powyt. 

%  Afember  off  ft*rfcnR»t*  and  a  friend  to  the  bill,  which,  or 

fypt  other  on  the  fame  principle,  though  perhaps  not  the 

frppup  all  it»  claufes,  he  conceived  to  be  very  much  want- 

4  aod  abftitely  ne<##ary. 
Mr.  Powney,  Mr.  Vanfittart,  and  Mr,  Ploraer,  faid  each/ 

%Jtw  wofcU  on  the  fubje#. 
Sir  William  Dolben  rofe,  not  to  oppofe  the  Speaker's  leav*  **r  Win. 

bg  the  chair*  but  rather  to  wifh  that  he  might,  for  this  one  Dolbr»- 
Mbu,  that  lie  confined  the  honourable  gentleman  did  not 
tan,  by  going  into  the  Commitreee,  that  the  bill  ftiould 
[agreed  to  or  not  in  Mt,  but  that  it  might  be  altered  and 
Hwde4>foas  to  be  printed  in  a  more  complete  ftate,  and 
committed.  With  this  ideva,  which  he  conceived  to  be- 
h  Powys*s,  he  thought  the  Houfe  fhould  go  into  a  Com- 
free,  having  nothing  elfe  of  great  importance  preffing  upon 
Bn  to-day,  and  efpecially  as  fo  many  gentlemen  feemed 
lj  with  their  obje&ions,  and  no  doubt  with  remedies  for 

pon  the   queftion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided ;  when- 
appeared  for  the  motion,  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Ayes,  37;  Noes,  17.  -  Majority  20. 
£he  Houfe  immediately  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of 
whole  Houfe,  Sir  Charles  Bunbury  in  the  chair,  who  be- 
to  read  the  bill ;  but  a  Member  propofing  that  the  Houfe 
pU  be  counted,  and  there  not  being  forty  Members  pre- 
they  could  not  proceed,  and  adjourned  accordingly* 

Thurfday,  lOtb  February. 

Sta  Houfe  having  chofen  a  Committee  to  try  the  merits 
ele£tton  for  Poole,  immediately  adjourned. 

Friday ',   nth  February. 

Pelbam  rofe  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the     Mr. 
bill,  which  he  under  flood  was  to  be   committed  on  Pelbam. 
kltfflay  next.     As  it  was  a  bill  of  the  utrooft  importance  to 
nrrv  in  general,  and  in  particular  to  the  landholders, 
d  it  would  be  poitponed  for  a  week,  in  order  to  give 
n  who  were  intcrefted  an  opportunity  of  attending 
mm  it  tee*     Without  gcing  into  the  detail,  he  owned 
1  not  an  advocate  for  the  principle  of  the  bill.     He 
och   danger  from  too  great  an  encouragement  of  im- 
n  ;  for,  \u  the  end,  we  muft  come  to  depend  on  other 
ies  for  our  fupplies,  and  though  perhaps    we  might 
rain  cheaper  the  firft  year,  he  was  perfnaded  it  would 
rds  be  much  dearer  than  it  was  now.     In  order  to 
to  cou&der  the  bill  maturely,  he  moved,  that  the 

order, 
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order,  which  flood  for  Tuefday  next,  be  difebarged,  for  the 
fttbftituting  Tuefday  fe'nnight. 
Mr.  Mr.  Ryder  faid,  he  felt  the  importance  of  the  bill  as  modi 

Ryder,    as  any  man ;  a  great  deal  of  time  had  already  been  given  fat 
confidering  it,  and  he  felt  himfelf  much  avene  to  any  farther 
delay;   he  had,    however,  no  obje&ion  to  poftponing the ; 
Committee  till  Friday  next.  .  j 

After  fome  farther  confideration,  it  was  fixed  for  Tuefday  j 

fe'nnight.  I 

'  Mr.  Plumer  prefented  a  petition  againft  feveral  claufa  m 

the  corn  bill,  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  be  referred 

the  Committee  of  the  faid  bill. 

Mr.  Baftard  moved  for  feveral  papers  relative  to  the 
*      ties  between  the  Eaft-Jndia  Company,  the  Rajah  of  Tanj< 
and  the  Nabob  of  Arcot.     Ordered. 

Mr.  Morton,  from  the  India  Houfe,  prefented  a  fupj 
mental  account  of  the  military  force  in  India.  Ordered 
lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Alderman  Curtis  moved  for  an  account  of  thenuarix 
of  feizures  made  of  fhips  employed  in  the  illegal  exportatk 
of  corn,  for  the  laft  twelve  years,  diftinguiming  eachy 
Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday y  14th  February. 

Mr.Burkc  Mr.  Burke  faid,  that  he  now  rofe  in  order  to  follow  up 
former  motion.  But  firft,  he  begged  leave  to  congratufa 
the  Houfe  on  having  ascertained  the  important  queftion  of 
continuance  of  the  impeachment.  The  Houfe  was  no  li 
fubjt6t  to  the  imputation  of  being  baftardized,  attainted, 
lupted  in  blood,  with  its  fucceffion,  and  its  inheritance  of  j 
tice  from  former  Parliaments  cut  off.  It  continued  in 
*  pofleffion  of  all  its  rights,  notwithstanding  the  effeds  < 
diffolution ;  and  was  proved,  at  the  commencement  « 
new  Parliament,  to  be  alius  et  idem.  That  the  Houfe, 
the  great  luminary  to  which  this  defcription  was  applied, 
ferved  its  identity  under  all  its  changes*  The  Houfe  fet 
juftice :  it  rofe  in  juftice.  On  the  event  of  this  import 
difcuffion,  he  begged  leave  not  only  to.  congratulate 
Houfe,  but  to  congratulate  the  country,  to  congratulate 
conftitution,  to  congratulate  liberty,  to  congratulate  " 
and   to  congratulate  human  nature  itfelf. 

After  the  decifion  which  had  been  given  on  thisqueftii 
ought  not  to  fear  that  any  part  of  their  future  condu&  ' 
be  unworthy  of  the  principles  which  they  had  thus  ftrofl 
fandioned.     Every  right  implied  a  duty;  and  having  1 " 
lifhed  the  right,    it  was  not  to  be  apprehended  that 
would  decline  to  difcharge  the  duty  with  which  it  was 
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neded.    Such  a  condu&  would,  by  their  former  decision, 
only  be  rendered  more  odious  and  difgufting.    But  having 
eftabiifhed  the  right,    it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed  that  they 
meant  only  to  claim  it  nominally,  but  to  give  it  energy  and 
dFed,  and  render  it   real   and   impreffive.     He  would  not, 
however,  difTemble.     He  underflood  that  there  were  opinions 
entertained  in  the  Houfe,  and  abroad,  inimical  to  the  exercife 
of  the  right  in  vqueftion.     The  principal  ground  on  which 
Ifcofe  who  objeded  relied  their  arguments  was,  becaufe  the 
inpeachment  had  already  continued  fo  long  without  effexfk. 
But  it  was  to  be  con  fide  red,  how  far  this  argument  ought  in 
priety  to  influence   the    giving  up    the  impeachment* 
two  queftions  arofe ;  whether  the  charge  was  juft ; 
at  is,  whether  the  allegations  of  the  impeachment  were 
ded  in  truth  ?  and  if  they  were  granted  to  be  true,  whe-  • 
rthe  importance  of  the  impeachment  itfelf  was  worthy  of 
h  perfeverance  of  the  Houfe  ? 
Hiving  pledged  themfelves  to  carry  through  their  accufa* 
>on,  to  make  good  their  charges,   according  to  the  common 
juftion  of  engagements,  they  were  no  longer  *x  liberty  to 
titrate  on  thefe  queftions.  .  They  were  bound  by  honour, 
tbich  is  the  ftrongeft  of  all  collateral  engagements,  to  the  fcer* 
brraance  of  a  duty.     However,  to  make  honour  a  binding 
nnciple,  it  muft  not  be  feparated  from  juftice.     If,  flnce  the 
pe  of  their  having  given  their  folemn  pledge,  they  had  dif- 
fered that  the  grounds  of  their  charges  were  falfe,  malicious, 
r  even  frivolous,  it  was  not  merely  fufficrent,  in  order  to  do 
lice  to  the  ace  ufed,  that  t  hey  fhould  deel  i  ne  the  i  m  peaebment. 
thing  more  was  neceflVy  on  their  part,  and  due  to  the 
lidual  who  had  been  the  obje£fc  of  their  attack*    In  fuch  a 
>  repentance  became  them  ;  having  difcovercd  their  error, 
f  could  only  atone  for  it  by  the  molt  fmcere  contrition  ; 
I  in  order  to  evince  the  finceri  ty  of  this  repentance,  as  well 
1  repair  the  confluences  of  their  injury,  it  became  them 
-  to  Heaven  and  earth  their  error,  and  to  proclaim,  in 
of  their  country,  the  innocence  of  htm  whom  they 
J  ace  ufed.     They  were  to  look  to  no  confident  ions  either 
fide  or  policy  in  making  this  atonement.     It  became  them 
rely  to  acquit  him,  but  to  pay  the  damages  which  he 
incurred  in  the  courfe  of  a  profecution,   that  had  origi- 
frotn  their  rafhneis   or   their  injuftice*      It  was  hu- 
[to  err,  but  having  once  difcovered  their  error,  it  was 
nbent  on  them  to  make  the  proper  expiation.     RepenT 
1  is  an  amiable  virtue,  and  particularly  fuited  to  a  being 
*to  frailty  and  mifbke.     They  ought  to  beware,  that  in 
to  avoid  the  mame  of  confeffing  that  they  had  been 
they   fhould  not  incur  the  imputation  of  farther. 
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There  was  a  degree  of  infamy  attached  to  the  prefent  im-i 
-peacbment :  that  infamy  muft  fall  fomewhere :  it  muft  fall 
on  thefubje&  of  the  impeachment,  if  he  be  duly  convifW: 
it  moft  fall  on  them  if  they  weakly  abandoned  the  impeach* 
ment ;  it  mnft  fall  on  the  Lords  if  they  decided  unjuftly* 
It  Was  evident,  however  that  it  muft  fall  fomewhere,  anl 
it  was  their  duty  to  provide  that  no  part  of  it  fhocld  be  h* 
putable  to  them. 

The  fecond  queftion  to  decide,  before  they  determined 
abandon  or  fupport  their  profecution,  was,  whether,  ak 
with  its  juftice,  it  was  important.  On  this  there  could 
little  difficulty.  All  parties  were  agreed,  that  a  heati 
charge  of  guilt,  and  of  a  guilt  affecting  more  extenfive 
jedts,  had  never  been  made  upon  any  man. 

But  if  convinced  that  their  profecution  was  of  the  high* 
juftice,  and  of  the  moft  ferious  importance,  and  if  h? ' 
declared  that  the  conduft  of  the  pannel  was  a  difgrace  to 
country,  would  they  not,  by  declining  the  profecuti 
leave  its  honour  open  to  afperfion  ?  Would  they  not  ia 
all  the  criminality  of  thofe  bad  meafures,  which  having 
tt&ed,  apd  brought  to  the  bar  of  juftice,  they  had  wan 
honefty  or  fpirit  to  profecute  to  the  period  of  fentence.  I 
on  what  pretence  could  thtfy  arrogate  to  themfelves  the  ri 
of  calling  a  man  to  account  for  oppreffive  a&s,  wbiJft  in 
pretended  exercife.of  that  right,  they  ihould  a&  as  if  they  1 
guilty  of  a  fyftem  of  the  moft  flagrant  oppreffion  } 

If  the  impeachment  Ihould  be  abandoned)  folely  on  accc 
of  the  length  of  time  which  had  already  been  employed 
its  profecution,  a  precedent  of  the  moft  dangerous 
ture  would  be  eflablifhed,  and  an  opening  made  fore 
ry  fpecies  of  abufe.  If  from  the  defe&  of  laws,  or  1 
other  circumftance,  a  trial  ihould  be  protra&ed*  a  i 
would  be  provided  for  the  efcape  of  the  criminal.  Nay, 
greater  the  enormity  of  his  guilt,  the  lefs  certainty 
there  be  of  his  punimment,  as  in  proportion  as  his 
were  numerous  &nd  complicated,  would  be  the  chance  i 
long  trial ;  and  if  the  criminal  Ihould*  by  chicanery 
whatever  evil  arts,  be  able  to  protrad  his  trial,  his  new  g 
would  become  a  protection  to  his  old,  and  he  would  this 
able  not  only  to  hold  back,  but  wholly  to  elude  the  < 
of  juftice*  The  hardfhips  of  three  years  trial  had  been 
enlarged  on ;  but  before  this  hard/hip  could,  with  proprt 
be  the  fubjed  of  complaint,  the  particular  caufes  which 
occafioned  delay  ought  to  be  investigated.  A  trial  uttf 
long  by  its  nature.  But  muft  every  trial,  long  by  its  nat 
be  abandoned  ?  This  would  be  to  abandon  trial  itfetf,  aiW 
the  fame  time,  to  quarrel  with  nature.    The  penalties  of 


would  becoips  ufelefs,  and  profecution  would  be  only  a  rnore 
fecure  mode  of  indemnity  prorided  for  the  criminal. 

That  we  ought  toconfider,  and  to  balance  inconveniencie«. 
A  long  trial  is  an  inconvenience,  but  it  may  be  an  inconve- 
nience rnfeparable  from  juftice.     Weigh  the  confluences,  on 
Che  one  handy  of  continuing  it  long,  and,  on  the  other,  of 
abandoning  it  on  account  of  its?  length.    In  the  firft  cafe, 
if  any  man  in  high  office  or  authority,   ihould,  from  his 
.  conduct,  have  incurred  general  odium,  and  have  fo  mueh 
\  excited  the  voice  of  general  accufation,  as  to  be  deemed  a-  pro- 
||er  object  of  impeachment    by  the  reprefentativ$s  of  his 
feoontry,  it  may  be  a  very  long  tune  before  lie  could  be  finally 
jbcquitted  or  condemned.     There  was  the  whole.— An  har&- 
Nbip  to  an  individual ;  but  an  hardship  to  ah  individual  largely 
Jalaried  to  bear  the  refponfibility  annexed  to  a  high  iituatiotf  • 
*ven  this  hard  (hip  might  be  falutary,  as  it  would  teach  Go* 
.  ernors,  and  perfons  in  office,  to  ihun  not  only  guilt,    but 
ftfbicion. 
But  take  the  confluences  the  other  way.  If  by  abandoning 
punifhment  of  high  criminals,  becaufe  you  cannot  brine 
(as  feldom  you  can  bring  fuch  criminals)  to  fpeedy  juf* 
1— you  give  over  whole  nations  to  the  pride,  the  fury,  tte 
nice,  the  extortion,  the  opprefiion,  and  the  tyranrty  of 
ir  Governors.    Thefe  two  forts  of  inconveniences  are  not 
al  in  any  equal  eye. 
The  impeachment  certainly  had  continued  a  very  long  time* 
A  learned  gentleman  had,  with  much  folemnity,  afked  who 
;*feoold  have  thought  that  it  would  have  lafted  three  years  i  To 
r|Ae  general  proportion,  which  feemed  to  be  implied  in  thfe 
ueftion,  he  begged   to   enter  himfelf  as  an  exception  :  he, 
one,  thought  that  it  might  laft  three  years.     He  had  been 
are,  at  Its  com  m  fence  men  t,  of  the  length  to  which  it  might 
prct  racked.     During  its  progrefs,  he  had  wished  and  en* 
voured  to  avoid  all  unneceOary  delay;  it  had  been  his  aim 
bring  it  to  a  fpeedy  conclusion •     In  that  he  had  failed — 
he,  therefore!  to  fail  in  all  the  reft  ?  After  three  years,  his 
lution  to  perfevere  in  the  profecution  of  it  was  ft  ill  un- 
fed, and  his  activity  alive;  and  fo  far  from  abandoning  ir, 
account  of  the  delay  or  fatigue  with  which  it  had  been  at- 
dedj  he  found  only  his  determination  confirmed,  and  his 
lor  en  flamed,  and  would,  till  the  faft  moment  of  his  life, 
ft  in  a  caufe,  to  which  he  conftdered  himfelf  as  bound 
duty,  and  to  which  he  was  pledged  by  honour.     Were 
7  certain  that  fuch  delays  might  be  infeparable  from  the 
nature  of  the  trial  ?  Were  there  hour-glafles  for  oppreflion  ? 
The  honourable  gentleman  who  had  complained  of    the 
'  kngth  of  the  trial,  had,  in  this  inftance,  meafured  by  the 
JWaadardof  the  comparatively  meaner  cranfaftions  with  which 
Zu  he, 
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he,  from  his  fituation,  was  mod  immediately  converiadt 
The  rabbit,  who  breeds  fix  times  a  year,  cannot  pretend  to  j 
.afcertain  the  time  of  geftation  proper  for  the  elephant.    The" 
procefs  employed  in  an  ad  ion  of  affauU  and  battery,  was  fo 
meafure  for  the  aflaults  on   the  rights  and  privileges  of  f \ 
people.     An  adtion,  quart  cloufumj regit ,  pr  dep*reofre0^ 
furniftied.no  ftandard  for  the  trial  for  breaking  down  dgr 
fences  of  general  property,  and  defolating  whole  province* 
The  trial  of  an  indidment  for  Jlealing  privately  firm  the  par fe 
could  not  afford  an  eftimate  of  the  time  neceflary  for  explaflf 
jng  and  proving  the  robbery  of  all  the  treafuries  of  a  gnu 
kingdom*    In  the  mode  of  eftiniating  which  the  honounk 

Sentleman  had  adopted*  he  appeared  more  to  have  been  U 
oenced  by  Jus  employment  than  his  abilities.  The  gentl 
men  of  the  law  poflefled  the  talent  of  magnifying  n 
diminishing,  as  they  chofe  to  turn  the  telefcope.  Pi 
tridge,  in  Tom  Jones's  Reports,  in  giving  an  acoooi 
of  an  a&ion  that  had  been  brought  againft  him  for  damage 
becaufe  a  little  pig  had  broke  into  a  garden,  laid  that  t 
Counfel  raifed  fuch  a  clamour  about  his  poor  little  pig,  tb 
it  might  have  been  fuppofed  that  he  was  thegreateft  hogdea 
in  England.  So  in  this  important  affair,  the  gentlemen 
the  law  talk  fo  flight ly,  and  would  make  it  appear  a  maffl 
.of  fuch  fmall  confluence,  as  if  it  was  really  the  bufinefsi 
the  little  pig.  Thus,  according  to  the  point  of  view  in  whi 
they  reprefent  it,  do  they  magnify  trifles  into  importance, 
fink  into  meannefs  affairs  of  real  confequence. 

It  was  now  more  than  ten  years  fince,  under  the  fpeciah 
thority  of  the  Houfe,  he  had  turned  his  attention  to  h 
affairs,  with  a  particular  view  to  the  fubjed  which  wasi 
under  consideration.  Ten  years,  and  efpecially  at  acerfl 
period,  formed  a  very  great  part  of  the  life  of  man,  grA 
bumanl  avi  fpativtn.  Time,  then,  and  efpecially  fo  lanjd 
fpace,  became  of  too  much  value  to  be  wafted  in  trifles,  i 
employed  in  any  but  obje<5hofthe  higheft  utility  audi 
portance.  Manycaufes  had  concurred  to  protradt  the  a 
ti  nuance  of  the  prefent  bufinefs,  Longa  eft  injur  iay  longa  i 
bages.  At  fuch  a  period  of  life,  and  during  fo  long  a  (ft 
of  time,  what  ought  to  be  prefumed  from  this  perfeveraac 
That  the  objeds  of  the  inquiry  ought  toefcape,  and  ther 
quirers  ought  to  be  given  over  to  therefentmentof  the  pre! 
age,  and  the  odium  of  all  pofterity  Mt  would,  indeed,  1 
phenomenon  of  a  raoft  portentous  kind,  if  a  mancouM 
found,  who,  without  refentment  of  perfonal  injury,  of 
ducemeat  of  private  iutereft,  could  have  perfevered,  w 
fuch  an  atrocious  conftancy,  in  perfecuting  an  innocent  a 
jAny  man  who  could  be  capable  of  fuch  cbndud,  might  fa 
ly  be  reckoned  a  monfter*  Nay,  fuch  a  conduct  w 
I  difcoi 
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iikofer  a  degree  oF  monftroGty,    as  he  believed  that  hiftb- 

3,  which  was  in  general  but  a  catalogue  of  the  crimes 
men,  diJ  not  furnifh  one  inftance  in  which  one  human 
king,  without  any  motive,  had  for  fo  long  a  time  con- 
tinued to  profecute  another,  merely  for  the  pleafure  of  ca- 
famiating  innocence,  and  enjoying  the  triumph  of  unprovok- 
40  malignity.  Well,  but  as  to  his  o wo  particular,  he  gave  him- 
fcfup.  It  was  poffiblethat  0/21  fuch  monfter  might  exift.  If 
iiey  pieafed,  be  was  that  monfter.  But  the  wonder  does  not 
1  here.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  monftroGty  to  he  rare*  Bat 
;re  are  no  lefs  than  twenty  of  thefe  monfters,  all  exifting  at 
l  time,  and  in  one  county  !  vThe  reft  of  the  twenty  Ma- 
rs who  were  aflbciated  with  him  in  the  fame  purfuit,  and 
1  difcovered  equal  zeal  and  afliduity,  muft  appear  in  the  fame 
phu  "  Portents  and  prodigies  are  grown  fo  common,  that 
ev  have  loft  the  name"  Under  the  fame  deGgnation  of 
nftrofity  the  majority  of  the  Houfe  muft  be  included. 
?J  too,  had  perfevered  in  their  deliberate  malignity  and 
Ike ;  for  befides  the  three  years  of  the  trial,  the  Mem- 
i  had  taken  two  years  to  confider  of  the  bufinefs,  before 
r  carried  it  to  the  other  Houfe* 
1  It  might  be  fuppofed,  that  the  Committee  who  were  en* 
ged  in  the  particular  management  of  the  impeachment* 
\  men  particularly  ill  natured.  On  the  contrary,  the 
rid  would  bear  teftimony  to  the  Members  of  whom  it  was 
they  were  perfons  (himfelf  always  excepted)  who 
;  known  to  carry  the  virtue  of  good  nature  perhaps  to  a 
It.  Of  one  gentleman  he  could  fpeak  the  more  freely, 
aofe  he  was  abfent,  and  could  not  be  prevailed  on  by  his 
"  \  again  to  come  into  Parliament.  It  was  Mr.  Mon> 
1;  whofe  affability  of  difpofition,  fweetnefs  of  manners, 
I  moderation  of  temper,  were  not  lefc  confpicuous  than 
'  high  abilities,  and  extenfive  information,  particularly  in 
tiaw  of  Parliament,  in  which  he  had  perhaps  few  equals, 
\  who  had  even  certified  the  ftrongeft  zeal  for  the  im- 
it,   and  the  firmeft   petfeverance  in  its  profocu- 

might,  perhaps,  then,  be  fuppofed  that  the  other  Mem* 
of  the  Committee  were  men  rafli  and  ignorant ;  but 
Htiieir  knowledge  and  abilities,  on  other  occaGons,    the 
fe  were  not  ftrangers.       Prefumption,    therefore,   as 
as  it  could  have  any  weight,  was  entirely  in  favour 
thofe  who  conduced    the  impeachment,    that  it  was 
theif  malignity  nor  their  folly,   nor  their  ignorance, 
1  protra&ed  the  bufinefs  to  fuch  a  length  :  that  if  there 
l  any  fault,  it  did  not  arife  from  them. 
In  attempt  had  been  made,  by  thofe  who  entertained  difi*e~ 
t'fentknents,  to  pervert  the  common  fympathies  of  men. 

Thofe 
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Thofe  fympathica  g*  with  theopprefled  againft  the  opprcflbr, 
with  the  magiftrate  againft  the  delinquent :  they  were  the 
beft  and  moft  powerful  instruments  of  our  nature,  and  ought 
not  in  their  application  to  be  converted  to  any  purpofeof 
abufe.     Much  had  been  faid  of  the  companion  due  to  the  pa* 
nel ;  but  any  attempt  to  excite  compaffion,  previous  toiudge- 
tnent,  was  al  moft  tantamount  to  a  confeffion  of  guilt.  Iicofe 
paflion  was  to  be  excited  on  theprefent  occafion,  whywasitnct 
attempted  to  be  excited  in  favour  of  the  poor  Indians,  whoW 
feme  of  them,  during  twenty  years,  and  almoft  all  of  ihe$ 
during  fourteen,  tufrVetl  every  fpecies  of  cruelty  and  oppreffiot 
which  could  poflibly  be  inflicted  during  fuch  a  period*   IfAii 
tkleoffympathy,  which  ought  to  accompany  the  coorfeof 
juftice,  was  to  be  turned  to  the  criminal,  who  would  undcfr; 
take  the  difagreeable  tafk  of  detecting  guilt  ?  Who  would  f* 
mit  to  the  labour  of  inveftigating  evidence,  or  impofe  vfm 
themfelves  (he  fevere  neceffity  of  pronouncing  fentence,  » 
oppofition  to  tlie  feelings  of  mankind?     If  the  Committ* 
had  not  regarded  the  honour  of  the  Houfe,  and  the  iDteiet) 
of  the  community,  as  interefted  in  carrying  through  the  im- 
peachment, would  they  have  profeclited  it  with  fuchuntol' 
ried  zeal,  with  fuch  unabated  activity?    Had  the  Mooted 
no  dear  domeftic  ties,  no  liberal  amufements,  no  natural  <" 
fires,  the  gratification  of  all  which  was  fuperceded  by  I 
higher  confideration  of  duty  ?  The  two  Minifters,  or  at  I 
thofe  who,  from  their  fituation,  approached  nearefitoth 
character,  had,  in  the  moft  decided  and  unequivocal  roaona( 
exprefied  their  opinion  on  the  fgbject  of  the  continuance 
the  impeachment?— a  circumftance  which,  as  k  might  ran 
be  expected  to  happen,  reflected  on  them  the  higbeft  cm 
With  regaid  to  the  circumftance  of  delay,  which  war 
figned  as  the  ground  on  which  the  impeachment  ought 
be  declined,  perhaps  it  was  worth  while  to  enquire,  wbet 
it  was  imputable  either  to  the  conduct  of  the  Managers? 
the  nature  of  the  trial.     There  was  a  great  fallacy  mi 
ftatemejn  made  by  gentlemen.    Three  years  had,  indtf 
elapfed,  fince  the  trial  began  ;  but  of  thefe  three  years  itfc 
only  occupied  fixty-feven  days,  at  the  average  of  about  fc 
hours  a  day.     Had   no  cafes  occurred,  in.  which  an  eg 
fpace  of  time  had  been  <  employed  on  a  bu&nefs  of  left  df 
eulty  and  importance?  One  inftance  might  be  produced* 
which  the  cafe  of  an  election  had  occupied  ninety  days;  fil 
others  above  fixty,  anil  many  more -hours  employed  ia  £ 
day.     To  tliofe  who  reckoned  by  the  revolutions  of  the i 
and  moon  more  than  by  the  neceffities  of  human  affairs*] 
might  appear  a  long  period  which  had  been  employed  in  4 
impeachment.     But  thofe  who  confidered  what  was  the  fpA 
allotted  to  bufinefs,  (a  fpace  not  within  th?  choice  of  m 
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Manager*)  and  what  had  been  done,  would  find,  perhapt, 
that  no  time  had  been  loft.  Fifty  criminal  allegations  had 
ken  proved  under  very  great  difficulties. 

There  was  another  fallacy  ufed  by  thofe  who,  to  fcreen 
fte  criminal,    were  always  cavilling  with   the  conduft  of 
tbofe  entrufted  by  the  Houfe  with  his  profecution — that  in 
.  thefe  three  years  they  had  not  gone  through  above  four  ar- 
'i  licies.    The  fa&  is  this :  the  crimes  had  been  found  fo  nu- 
merous, that  they  had  not,    as  ufual,'  divided    them  into 
separate  articles,  but  into  claffes.     Under  each  of  the  clafles 
(in  form  called  articles)  Were  included  a  number  of  charges, 
.fuficient  to  have conftitu ted  afeparate  impeachment;  and  bp 
^*r"ht  affirm,  that  in  the  whole  body  of  charges  was  included 
much  criminal  matter  as  had  occurred,  perhaps,  in  all  the 
hments  which  were  to  be  met  with  in  Englilh  hiftory. 
preliminary  difcuftion  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  oc* 
pied  nearly  as  many  days,  and  many  more  fitting  hours, 
believed,  than  the  trial  in  Weftminfler  Hall. 
Among  the  obrtru&ions  which  they  had  encountered  in 
ingon  the  impeachment,  might  be  numbered  the  preva- 
lence of  the  Indian  intereft.     Indian  influence  now  extended 
jifrom  the  Needles  off  the   Ifle  of  Wight  to  Johnny  Grott's 
wfe.     Wherever  it   prevailed,  it  had  a  trndency  to  make 
try  thing  elfe  gravitate  to   its  centre.     It  was  tohe  found 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  itielf.     Well  it  might  feem  for  the 
pie  of  India,  that  they  had  fo  many  to  plead  their  caufe : 
it  was  *o  he  doubted  whether  gentlemen,  who  had  acquired 
in  India,  were  proper  reprefentntives  of  that  people* 
were,   in  his  opinion,  the  ant  ich  rift  of  rep  re  fen  tat  ton. 
kuatcd  to   a  different  mode  of  thinking,  and   different 
1  of  Government,  from   thofe  which  fubfift  in  a  free 
try,  they  were  not  the  representatives  of  the  feelings 
grievances  of  the  people.     On  the  contrary,  it  was  to 
red  that  they  were  the  reprefenta  rives  of  tyranny  and  op- 
on,  and  that  they  would  naturally  with  to  fupprefs  all 
iry  which  would  ftrike  at  the  root  of  their  own  opulence 
greatnefs,      Indian    influence,   as   it   was  found  every 
?!  mull  be  found  in  the  other  Houfe.      Mr.   Haftingt 
declared,  that  even  with  the  arbitrary  power  which  he 
cifed,  (whether  he  had  a  right  to  afiume  it  is  a  different 
ft  ion)  he  found  it  impofiible  to  correct  certain  corruptions, 
aufe  thefons  of  great  families  came  to  the  country  for  the 
efs  purpofe  of  acquiring  immenfe  premature   fortunes; 
that  it  was  a  topic  fo  delicate  and  dangerous,  that  he 
ly  dared  even  to  touch  upon  it.     An  opinion  too  favour* 
!e  to  Indian  influence,  fee  mad  to  have  circulated  a)  fo  among 
people*     Upon  the  principles  of  a  falfe  patriotifm,  they 
ed,  that  whatever  brought  money  to  the  country,  muft 
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neceflarily  be  of  advantage,  and  whilft  that  money  was  ex* 
pentled  at  home,  it  was  unnecefTary  fcrupuloufly  to  enquire 
whence  it  came,  or  by  what  means  it  was  acquired.  Another 
*   obftru&ion  to  their  progrefs  in  the  impeachment  was,  that 
almoft  every  man  who  has  been,  or  who  hoped  to  be,  hig^i 
in  command  abroad,  is  an  enemy  to  impeachments.     Perfooi 
in  fuch  refponfihle  ftations  are  apt  to  conceive  them  hurtful 
to  public  bufinefs,  and  cannot  divert  themfelves  of  the  fecliop 
which  their  own  fttuation  infpires.    This  will  influence  evet 
good  men  more  or  Jefs.     It  is  natural  to  power  to  abhor  rfc 
Iponfibility.     ii  Atqui  no'int  decider  $  quemquam  pojfe  volunt?*  v 
Cut  the  greateft  obftru&ion  of  all  proceeded  from  thebotf 
of  the  law.  There  were  no  body  of  men  for  whom  he  entcfl 
rained  a  greater  refpeft;  he  hoped,   therefore,  that  what  ■ 
(hould  fay,  would  not  be  regarded  as  the  effed  of  preJQtikjj 
For  the  profeffion  iticlf  he  felt  a  degree  of  verjerat  ion,  approach 
ingalm>ft  to  idolatry;  it  had  for  itsobje&  juftice,  the  rooi 
facredof  all  human  virtues;  but  the  members  of  the  bodjj 
he  remarked,  were  apt  to  be  influenced  with  a  very  natuiJl 
prejudice,  which  the  French  called  ejprit  de  corps,  which  w* 
apt,  on  fome  particular  queftion,  to  influence   their  judgl 
ment.     In  whatever  refpedted   the  privileges  of  their  ordq 
or  had  a  tendency  to  leflen  their  credit  and  authority,  the 
were  ready  at  once  to  take  fire.     Hence  proceeded   their  d 
mity  to  impeachments,  by  which  they,  who  on  every  ocef 
fion  called  all  others  to  account,  were  themfelves  rendera 
liable  to  be  called  to  account.     Upon  entering  upon  the 
finefs  of  the  impeachment,  he  was  told  that  they  would  haa 
to  encounter  all  the  obftru&ions  which  the  law  creates;  a 
he  muft  remark,  that  thofe  who  could  naturally  do  mofi 
forward  juftice,  of  courfe  muft  have  the  greateft  power! 
raifing  obftacles,  in  order  to  protract  the  courfe  of  inve 
gat  ion,  to  embarrafs  the  mode  of  procedure,  and  evade 
cifion  of  juftice,  as  their  profeffion  furnifhed  them  with 
weapons  in  their  own  hands*      The,  fir  ft  finifter  ai 
which  appeared  in  this  bufinefs,  and  which  they  all 
bered,  was,  that  it  was .  induftrioufly  given  our  that 
would  be  gravelled  in  their  evidence.     The  prophecy  d| 
was  made  had  been  fulfilled :  from  the  quarter  of  the  la* 
and  on  this  very  fubjedr.  of  evidence,  they  had  met  with  4 
principal  part  of  their  difficulties  and  obftruftions,     Un4 
thefe  difficulties  and  difcouragemencs,  they  thought,  hoi 
ever,  it  would  be  no  apology  to  them  to  plead,  that  1" 
were  baffled  from  want  of  abilities  for  the  work  they  had 
dertaken.    They  did  their  heft,  therefore,  to  become  acquaint 
ed  with  the  nature  of  their  caufe;  the  nature  of  their  of 
power  and  rights ;  the  nature  of  the  tribunal  before  whig 
the  caufe  was  to  be  tried ;  and  the  nature  of  the  law  by  whin 
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all  to  be  decided,  both  with  regard  to  the  merits  and  to  the 
procefs.    Indeed,  if  a  furgeon  was  punifhahle,  who  under- 
took a  cure,  for  which  he  was  not  qualified,  the  guilt  was 
certainly  much  greater  with  thofe  who,  without  being  pro- ' 
perly  qualified,  interfere  in  the  concerns  of  the   State,  in 
proportion  as  the  danger  of  their  incapacity  was  more  exten- 
fiye.    '1  hey  found  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  always 
claimed  as  a  privilege  an  ignorance  of  the  common  munici- 
pal lair,  and  without  regarding  themfelves  as  bound  by  any 
forms,  had  aded  merely  from   the  fails  which  were  before 
them,  upon  the  principles  of  common  fenfe.     Their  next 
bufinefs  was,  to  afcertain  the  nature  of  the  tribunal :  this  they 
ifcnnd  was  not  regulated  by  the  law  and  pra&ice  of  other 
|Court.r,    but  had  a  law  and  ufage  of  its  own,    perfectly 
piiftind,  and  of  greater  dignity.     In  this  part  of  his  fpeech, 
•Mr.  Burke  entered  into  a  detail  of  legal  authority,  which  he 
||traced  fo  far  back  as  the  reign  of  Richard  II.  and  followed 
op  with  different  inftances  to   the  reign  of  George  I.  with 
Mich  learning  and  ingenuity,    into  which  we  cannot  pre- 

id  to  enter  at  length. 
I  From  what  happened  in  the  cafe  of  Sir  R.  TreflHHan,  and 
impeachment  of  Lord  Bacon,  it  appeared  that  the  tribu- 
of  the  Upper  Houfe  was  not  regulated  by  the  forms  of  the 
ilor  the  common  law,  or  the  cuiioms  of  the  inferior  Courts, 
is  policy  of  our  ancestors  might  appear  rude,  when  viewed 
h  the  medium  of  antiquity,  but  bore  in  itfelf  the  marks 
profound  Wtfdom,  not  always  to  be  met  with  in  the  in- 
tions  of  modern  times  :  as  Pyrrhus  laid,  upon  viewing 
Roman  camp,  "  There  is  nothing  barbarous  here,"  The 
of  Parliament  was  pretended  to  be  regulated  by  the  rules 
urts-  Every  deviation  from  them  was  cenfured.  It 
exclaimed,  that  the  Committee  had  fet  up  another  law, 
another  ufage:  they  had,  indeed,  fet  up  another  law, 
not  another  ufage.  In  diiFering  from  the  Jaws  of  the 
,  they  had  only  maintained  the  ufage  of  Parliament, 
authority  of  Fofler  to  this  purpofe  was  decifive,  [Here 
ted  t  he  authority*]  They  h  ad  pi  eaded  ft  on  prs  triim  nalij 
plane i  in  plain  language,  and  not  in  terms  of  the  Court, 
plain  men  irapoled  upon  themfelves  the  neceffity  of 
yuig  technical  language,  they  deprived  themfelves  of 
[dance  of  their  own  undemanding  j  they  were  led  in  the 
els  of  the  lawyers,  by  whom  they  fubmitted  to  be  di- 
Eefidcs,  how  could  they  call  to  account  the  great 
rs  of  the  law,  if  they  were  themfelves  the  fote  inter- 
im of  the  law,  by  which  they  could  be  judged?  As  the 
itilege  of  impeachment  was  intended  for  the  fecurity  of  law 
*  "rerty,  it  was  neceffary  that  it  fhould  not  be  ftraitened 
mode  of  operation.  They  would  have  betrayed  liberty, 
ol,XXVI1L  3  A  the 
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the  conftttution  and  law,  and  juftice  itfelf,  if  they  did  not 
contend  for  a  law  of  Parliament,  diftind  from  the  law  of 
Weftminfter  Hall,  paramount  to  it,  and  capable  of  fuper* 
feding  and  controlling  it  in  every  thing  different  from  fab* 
ftantial  juftice*  This  he  held  to  be  fo  effential,  that  if  infted 
of  the  time  that  had  been  fpent  in  its  affertion,  they  hadfpent 
their  whole  lives  in  maintaining  it,  the  time  would  have  been 
well  beflowed* 

It  was  charged  on  them,  too,  that  they  would  have  ob- 
truded evidence  on  the  Lords,  contrary  to  its  fundamental 
principles.  That  much  pompous  language  had  been  ufed  of 
the  inflexible  laws  of  evidence,  which  were  to  prevent  them 
from  bringing  powerful  and  artful  villany  to  light.  Thai 
they  had  made  it  their  bufinefs,  with  great  attention,  to  e* 
amine  this  point,  on  which  fo  much  ftir  had  been  made.  Th4 
though  there  were  fome  rules  for  reft  rifting  teftimony  by  wh> 
nefles,  with  regard  to  evidence^  which  is  of  much  larger  oe 
tent,  that  there  is  no  rule  of  evidence  whatfoever;  but  tin 
it  mud  be  the  beft  the  nature  of  the  thing  admits,  and  is  1 
the  power  of  the  party  to  produce,  which  refers  not  the 
to  the  rule,  but  the  rule  to  the  cafe  and  the  parties, 
which,  in  effe£t,  proves  that  there  neither  is,  nor  can  b 
any  general  or  inflexible  role  of  evidence*  But  if  there 
no  clear  rule  for  direft  evidence ;  and  that  even  the  limit 
tions  concerning  witnefles,  sire  in  a  manner  eaten  up  by 
exceptions,  to  fay  that  there  are  rules  for  circumfti 
evidence,  is  not  to  talk  like  a  bad  lawyer  ;  it  is  to  talk  1 
an  idiot.  He  faid,  that  much  of  the  evidence  was  of  I 
nature ;  and  that  Juftice  Buller,  whom  he  quoted,  withnv 
commendation  of  his  abilities,  had  declared  it,  in  many  ca 
the  beft  of  all  evidence.  It  was  the  only  one  often  poffi 
to  be  had  in  fecret  crimes,  fuch  as  poifoning  and  briber 
though  they  were  not  bound  by  the  rules  of  inferior  Com 
yet,  the  fadk  was,  that. the  Managers  had  feldom  or  ever 
fered  to  produce  any  evidence,  but  fuch  as  all  thofe. larger 
bunals  were  in  the  con  ft  ant  habit  of  receiving  in  crimi 
caufes ;  and  he  threw  out  a  challenge  to  the  lawyers,  defy! 
them  to  prove  that  any  evidence  offered  by  the  Managers 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  common,  of  civil,  or  canon, 
any  other  law  whatfoever.     . 

Here  Mr.  Burke  entered  into  a  full  detail   of  the  proc 
of  the  impeachment  before  the  Lords,  which  led  to  an 
count  of  the  difficulties   and  obftru&ions  which   had  1 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Managers,  and  a  moft  able  and 
quent  vindication  of  the  conduct  of  the  whole  buGnefs,  1 
which  we.  cannot  follbw  him. 

He  then  made  a  folernn  proteft  againft  any  limitation 
the  charges,  all  of  which  the  Committee  were  able  to  pre 
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if  the  temper  of  the  times,  and  the  criminal  impatience  of  tob 
many  perfons,  would  permit  theni  fo  to  do.     But  all  man- 
kind mud  bend  to  circumftances.     Therefore,  he  now,  in 
compliance  with  the   unhappy  circumftances  of  the  times, 
meant  to  call   their  attention  to  a  motion  for  the  limi- 
tation of  the  impeachment.     In  the  fixed  and  unalterable 
courfe  of  human  affairs,  it  has  pleafed  God  to  decree  that  in- 
juftice  (hall  be  rapid  and  juftice  flow.    Juftice  can  only  be 
obtained  by  a  long  courfe  of  labour  and  feries  of  time.     The 
motion  which  he  was  now  to  make,  hetrufted,  however,  if 
'    not  meafured  by  impatience,  or  the   revolution  of  feafons, 
\     would  bring  the  bufinefs  to  a  very  fpeedy  decifion.     He  £on- 
\     eluded  with  moving, 

f  "  That  in  consideration  of  the  length  of  time  which  has 
t  c<  already  elapfed  fince  carrying  up  the  impeachment  now  de- 
\  u  pending  again  ft  Warren  Haft ings,  Efq.  it  appears  to  this 
^  "  Hoofe  to  be  proper,  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  fubftan- 
u  ft ial  juftice,  with  as  little  farther  delay  as  poftible,  to  pro- 
"  ceed  to  no  other  parts  of  the  faid  impeachment  than  thole 
u  on  which  the  Managers  of  the  profecution  have  already 
u  clofed  their  evidence,  excepting  only  fuch  parts  of  the 
11  impeachment  as  relate  to  contracts,  penfions,  and  allow- 
"  ances." 

Colonel  Afackcd  afkeA  upon  what  pretence  the  prefent  mo-    Colonel 
t:on  was  made,  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  friend  Maclcod. 
(Mr.  Fox)  on  a  former   day  had  ftated,   that  the  motion 
would  be  to  proceed  in  the  impeachment  ? 

Mr.  Fox  replied,  that  the  motion  of  his  right  honourable  Mr.  Fox. 
friend  went  to  fuch  proceeding,  and  that  the  prefent  was  but 
preparatory. 

Sir  John  Jarvts  thought,  that  before  the  Houfe  proceeded  Sir  John 
in  the  impeachment,  they  ought  to  have  feme  explanation  Jarvis. 
upon  the  prefent  ftate  of  affairs  in  India,  and  particularly  fo, 
as  he  was  given  to  underftand  that  the  fyftem  laid  down  by 
Mr.  Haftings  had  been  perfevered  in  by  the  prefent  Govern- 
ment uniformly. 

Mr.  Mitford  declared,  that  thinking  himfelf  bound  by  the      Mr. 
late  refolution  of  the  Houfe,  he  ftould  not  have  obje&ed  to  Mitford. 
tlie naming  of  a  Committee;  but  he  felt  embarrafled  by  the  | 

prefent  motion,  as  he  confidered  it  highly  objedionable  to 
impede  the  profecution  in  any  way,  after  fuch  refolution,  and  1 

bemuft  therefore  oppofe  the  motion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  exprefled  his  furprife  at  the  ground  Mr.  Pitt.  J 
of  oppofition  ftated  by  his  honourable  and  learned  friend,  as 
the  Houfe  could  not  confiftently  vote  for  the  Managers,  un- 
til they  had  firft  voted  that   there  was  ground  to  proceed, 
which  they  would  do,  by  adopting  the  motion  fubmitted  to 
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them,  and  which  only  reduced  the  impeachment  to  a  narrow 
extent,  and  rendered  it  lefs  equivocal. 
Mr.  Mr.  Mitford  rofe  to  explain.     He  faid  he  felt  a  peculiar 

Mitford.  degree  of  embarraffment ;  for  when  he  was  called  upoti  to 
vote  the  right  of  the  Houfe  to  proceed,  he  was  cautioned 
againft  giving  his  vote  in  oppofition  to  the  refolutions  of  a 
former  Parliament,  and  he  was  now  called  upon,  by  the 
fameperfons,  to  vote  in  oppofition  to  the  refolutions  of  the 
former  Houfe,  by  agreeing  to  a  motion  to  put  an  end  to  the 
impeachment,  by  quafhing  the  laft  feventeen  charges. 
Several  Member*  rifing,  and 
Mr.  Mr.  Erfkine  being  called,  he  faid  that  he  Ihould  be  very 

Eifcine.  forry  if  he  interrupted  any  other  Member  who  might  have 
rifen  to  fpeak  at  large  on  thequeftion  before  the  Houfe;  that 
for  his  own  part,  he  intended  to  take  no  fhare  whatever  in  4 
the  decifion  of  it,  and  only  rofe  to  prevent  any  mifunder- 
ftanding  of  the  principles  which  had  led  him  to  take  the  lead 
in  oppofing  the  former  refolution  concerning  the  impeach- 
ment.    Although  he  fincerely  commiferated  the  condition  of  j 
Mr.  Haitings,  as  unparalleled  in  the  annals  even  of  parlia*  , 
mentary  juftice,  yet  the  part  he  had  adled  was  neither  built 
upon  compaffion,  nor  upon  any  inveftigation  of  the  merits 
of  his  cafe  :  the  principle  of  his  former  oppofition  to  the  re- 
folution which  the  Houfe~had  voted,  was  his  opinion,  as  a  - 
lawyer,  that  the  impeachment,  whether  well  or  ill  founded, 
was,  by  the  courfe  of  Parliament,  (which  to  that  point  was  ; 
the  law  of  the  land)  abated  or  difcontinued  :  he  had  delivered 
it  as  his  confeience  diftated,  and  according  to  the  beft  lights 
he  then  had  upon  the  fubjedr.     He  had  fince  taken  pains  to 
improve  them,  and  was  only  more  and  more  confirmed  that  .4 
his  firft  opinion  was  well  founded.     The  fit  u  at  ion  of  things., 
was  now,  however,  greatly  altered.     The  Houfe  was  com- d 
mitted  to  an  opinion  on  the  fubjedt,  and  it  was  abfurdto  fup^ 
pofe,  that  the  large  majority  which  had  fo  recently  voted  the  , 
refolution,  could  poffibly  depart  from  following  up  itsconfe-*i 
quences  to-night. 

The  Houfe  had  voted  that  the  profecution  was  flill  pend- 
ing ;  it  had  declared,  that  with  refpedt  to  the  ftate  of  an  im- 
peachment,, a  diflblution  differed  in  nothing  from  a  proro- 
gation, nor  a  prorogation  from  an  adjournment,  nor  an  ad- 
journment of  fix  months  from  one  of  a  day  ;  they  were, 
therefore,  (at  leaft  according  to  the  refolution  of  the  Houfe)  &* 
afily  in  the  fame  iituation,  as  if  they  had  come  out  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  the  day  before;  all  the  refolutions  even0* 
the  former  Houfe  remained  valid  ads;  and  the  profecution 
having  thus  been  voted  to  remain  untouched  by  thediffol*' 
lion,  it  followed,  that  they  who  would  now  flop  its  courfe 
muft  take  upon  them  the  burden  of  fliewing  why  it  faoS 

not 
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not  farther  proceed.  He  could  not,  therefore,  agree  with  an 
honourable  and  learned  gentleman  (Sir  John  Jarvis)  that  the 
agitation  of  the  queflionof  difcretion  fhould  come  from  the 
lilanagers;  on  the  footing  of  the  refolution,  which  was  now 
binding  on  even  thofe  who  had  oppofed  it,  it  lay  with  thofe 
vho  fought  to  discontinue  it.  On  the  rumour,  therefore,  of 
■  a  Motion  for  its  difcontinuance,  he  came  down,  ready  to  liften 
to  any  grounds  that  could  be  laid  before  him  to  juftify  fuch  a 
judgement;  but  no  fuch  materials  had  been  produced.  Un- 
"  ubtedly  the  Houfe,  notwithftanding  the  diffolution,  might 
Efcontinue  or  abandon  its  profecution,  on  principles  of  pri- 
fttejuftice,  or  of  public  policy,  or  of  both  mixed  together  ; 
1  as  the  law  was  not  found  ftrong  enough  to  flop  it,  he 
one  fhould  have  been  moil  happy  to  have  attained  the 
ed  by  it,  by  any  mode  confiftently  with  his  duty.  But 
l  the  prefent  flate  of  things,  reafons  for  abandoning  the  pro- 
ution  (as  he  hadobferved)  mult  be  clearly  made  out  within 
!  of  thofe  principles,  by  thofe  who  propofed  the  difconti- 
ce>  For  that  purpole,  it  would  not  be  enough  to  (hew 
able  cafe  of  innocence  in  the  accufed  ;  they  were  bound 
kink  him  fo  till  convicted ;  the  profecution  only  proceed  - 
1  probable  eaufe  of  guilt ;  and  therefore,  if  the  honour- 
sand  unfortunate  gentleman  iliould  be  acquitted,  he  would 
as  had  been  thrown  out,  agree  in  thinking  that  it  would 
any  tnumph  over  the  Commons  of  England ;  but,  on 
\  contrary,  they  would  be  bound  to  be  parties  to  the  ac- 
itfal,  and  to  rejoice  in  the  event. 

To  ftop  the  proceeding,  on  the  principle  of  private  juft ice, 
continuance  was  legal,  which  it  had  been  voted  to  be, 
Urticles  mull  be  fhewn  either  to  have  originally  contained 
irninal  matter ;  or  if  containing  criminal  matters,  that 
"ourts  below  had  a  competent,   adequate,  and  fafe  juiif- 
over  them;  or  that  the  articles  were  voted  without 
f;  or  that  taking  the  proceeding  to  have  been  well  infti- 
,  it  had    appeared   lince*    from    defeft  of  evidence,  to 
been  founded    in   miftake*     All  thefe  were  grounds  of 
pnfinuance ;  but  no  materials  of  thefe  kinds  were  before 
J  for  hi*  judgement,  and  the  prefumption,  till  rebutted, 
1  favour  of  regularity  in  all  thefe  things- 
next  principle  which  applied  more  to  the  debaTe,  was 
□blic    policy   of  discontinuing   it.     But  there,  too,  he 
the  data  to  form  a  correct  judgement.     In  the   firft 
the  principle  of  Lord  Cornwall's  conduct,  and  the 
Sty  of  it;  his  consequent  juftificat  ion  and  merit,  which 
|to  apply  to  the  cafe  of  ibis  impeachment,  were  points  to 
h  he  could  not  haftlly,  and  on  the  materials  before  him, 
up  or  bind  his  judgement :    he  neither  knew  the  fa£ts 
rd  Gorawallis'i  conduit,  nor  would  he  pledge  hirafelf 

to 
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to  approve  it,  before  there  was  a  neceffity,  and  before  hebd 
examined  all  that  belonged  to  fo  large  and  important  afubje& 
But  a  much  greater  difficulty  was  behind ;  for,  fuppoGngbl 
were  convinced  of  all  that  has  been  alledged  refpeding  tbtf 
noble  perfon,  he  wanted  materials  equally  to  make  the  appli* 
cation.  Not  having  before  him  either  the  articles  or  the  eri 
dence  again  ft  Mr.  Haftings,  the  ads  he  was  charged  with 
cr  the  circumftances  under  which  he  aded,  how  could  h 
determine  that  the  cafes  were  parallel  ?  and  if  they  were  no 
parallel,  the  proceeding  in  the  one,  involved  no  queftioa* 
private  juftice  or  public  policy,  which  bore  at  all  upon  4 
other. 

Thefe  wepe  the  reafons  why  he  could  not  give  his  vote 

Hop  a  profecution,  which,  by  the  refolution  of  the  Htufa  I 

thing  had  interrupted,  and  which  remained,  therefore,  ttf 

proceeded  on  ;  as,  of  courfe,  unlefs  they  who  moved  to  i 

continue  it,  could  fliew  that  it  never  mould  have  begu% 

having  begun,  ibould,  from  intervenient  fads,  be  abandon 

On  the  other  hand,  bound  as  he  was  by  the  refolution  w| 

gave  that  turn  to  the  debate,  he  mud  not  forget  that  hfr 

declared  the  continuance  to  be  contrary  to  law;  and  retaqj 

moft  clearly  that  opinion,  from  which  he  never  wouft 

part,  it  would,  in  his  judgement,'  be  inconfiftent  to  van 

the  continuance*      He  would,  therefore,    without  raea 

any  difrefpeS  to  the  Houfe,  decline  taking  any  ftiareflt 

decifion  of  that  queftion,  or  any  other  upon  the  fubjedf 

he  faw,  by  the  judgement  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  tta) 

profecution  ftill  had  an  exiftence.     When  that  point  #U 

cided,  it  would  he  time  enough  to  arrange  the  forms,  M 

confider  the  juftice  of  proceeding  :  till  that  decifion  w* 

nounced,  he fhould  confider  the  refold  ions  as  pretnatol 

at  leaft  unneceflary.  » 

Mr.  Mr.  Baftard  fa  id,  if  the  papers  he  had  on  a  formal 

Baftard.  moved  for,  were  before  the  Houfe,  he  was  perfuaded  tl 

peachment  would  no  longer  be  per  fevered  in  :  had  thd 

pers  been  upon  the  table,  and  a  motion  been  made  to  pi 

in  the  impeachment,  he  had  intended  to  have  moved  l 

journment  until  thofe  papers  could  have  been  fully  cos 

ed  ;  and  he  pledged  himferf,  that  upon  fuch  confident 

would  be  proved,  if  the  prefent  Houfe  adopted  the  prill 

of  the  laft,  that  the  war  in  India  was  at  an  end,  fo# 

was  loft.     He  wifhed  not  to  cenfure  either  Lord  Cert 

or  General  Meadows,  nor  was  it  his  pra&ice  to  pledfl 

felf  lightly,  but  this  he  would  again  and  again  pledge  P 

to,  that  the  conduit  of  Mr,  Haftings  and  the  preftflfl 

vernment  of  India,  were  perfectly  analogous*  i 

Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  he  could  not  conedlj 

the  papers  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentleman  cad 


Mr. 
Baflard,  % 
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ed  *ny  thing  that  ought  to  have  any  influence  whatever  upon 
the  queAion  before  the  Houfe  :  the  honourable  gentleman 
had  fbted  no  inference  from  thofe  papers  to  warrant  fuch  de- 
lay :  when  he  fhould,  the  Houfe  would  be  enabled  to  decide 
whether  it  was,  or  was  not,  fubftantial  enough  to  delay  a 
derifion  of  the  queftion  ;  he  confidered  it  neceffary,  however, 
for  him  to  fay,  that  from  what  he  underftood  of  the  affairs 
of  India  at  the  prefent  time,  and  at  the  time  alluded  to  by 
the  honourable  gentleman,  they  bore  no  analogy  what- 
,  ever. 

*  Mr.  Bqftard  faid,  Mr.  Haftings  had  been  impeached  for  a 
f  breach  of  treaty,  for  thepurpofe  of  raifing  money  to  carry  on 
i  a  war;  from  the  papers  he  had  moved  for,  he  pledged  himfelf 
f  to  prove  that  Lord  Cornwallis  and  General  Meadows  had 
I  done  the  fame,  and  upon  that  he  relied  his  analogy. 
I  Mr.  Fox  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman's  realon  had  not  Mr.  Fox. 
tat  all  convinced  him  of  the  impropriety  of  an  immediate  pro- 
^j^eetiingj  nor,  lie  hoped,  would  it  convince  the  Houfe ;  for  if 
T*ord  Cornwallis  and  General  Meadows  had  violated  the  line 
lid  down  for  them,  it  was  the  ftrongeft  poffible  realon  for 
he  Houfe  to  proceed  in  the  depending  impeachment  with 
ery  practicable  difpatch,  that,  if  they  had  fo  afted,  they, 
ad  every  other  bad  fervant  of  the  country,  might  either  be 
ttcrred  from  the  commiffion  of  crimes,  or  be  brought  to  a 
tit  able  punifhment  for  them, 

"Mr.  Baft&rdvfzs  not  furprifed  at  the  wUh  of  the  oppofi- 
ticri  fide  of  the  Houfe  to  proceed  :  he  was  of  opinion,  how- 
ler, that  it  behoved  the  other  fide,  and  forne  perfons  who 
a c  w  fa t  t h  e  1  e ,   to  p an  fe . 

Mr.  Dundas  declared,  he  Mt  no  reafon  whatever  to  paufe  ; 
Ibe  pledgeofthe  honourable  gentleman,  fo  folemnly  giyen, 
fce  wai  pofitive  could  never  be  redeemed.  He  knew  that  every 
ftep  taken  by  Lord  Corn w alii s,  or  by  General  Meadows,  was 
Warranted  by  treaties,  and  he  imagined  that  the  honourable 
ntleman,  by  conceiving  otherwife,  had  gone  rather  upon 
:  information  of  others,  than  upon  a  knowledge  obtained 
pcrufal  of  the  papers  he  had  alluded  to,  If  Lord  Corn- 
lis  and  General  Meadows  were  guilty,  others  were  im- 
ated  in  their  guilt.  For  his  own  part,  in  the  lituation  in 
hich  he  flood,  if  fuch  a  tranfa£Uon  fhould  be  proved,  and 
he  had  a  fhare  in  it,  he  owned,  in  the  face  of  the  Public, 
at  he  fhould  be  totally  barred  from  every  plea  of  defence, 
rbile  he  had  heard  a  charge  of  breach  of  treaties  commit- 
he  were  to  vote  for  a  continuance  of  an  impeachment 
r  others  upon  that  particular  poinr.  He  had  no  hefitation 
fay,  that  if  there  had  been  any  fuch  proceeding  going  on 
in  India,  as  had  been  intimated  by  the  honourable  gentleman, 
1  called  loudly  on   the  Houfe   to  prefs  forward,  and  to  be 

more 
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more  eager  in  their  prefent  profecution,  in  order  to  put  an 
end  to  fuch  grofo  condu&  in  future. 
]yjr#  Mr.  Baftard  rofe  once  more,  and  declared  his  opinion  to 

Ballard,  be,  that  inftead  of  the  trial  lafting  only  feven  days  longer, 
as  has  been  ft  a  ted,  "it  would  laft  more  than  three  years.  In 
allufion  to  a  former  debate,  in  which  Mr.  Burke  had  charged 
him  with  having  turned  his  coat,  he  begged  to  allure  him  he 
had  not ;  that  he  had  voted  according  to  his  confidence,  in 
which  GonduS  he  gloried;  he  had  voted  for  the  impeach- 
ment by  trufting  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  af- 
fertions  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  made  Hindoftan  a  defert; 
but  time  had  proved,  what  the  Journals  of  the  Houfe  would 
prove,  viz.  that  the  contrary  was  thefadt,  and  that  he  had 
-been  miQed.  He  begged  again  to  affure  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  that  he  was  no  turn-coat,  but  that  he  fliould 
confider  himfelf  to  be  one,  if,  after  having  threatened  a  Mi-' 
nifter  with  an  impeachment,  and  declared  that  he  had  the.! 
articles  in  his  pocket,  he  had  taken  his  hat  off  to  that  Mi- 
nifter,  and  obfequioufly  en  lifted  in  his  corps,  for  the  par 
pofe  of  becoming  Paymafter  of  the  Forces;  or,  if  he  * 
maintained  a  conduct  that  fome  called  patriotic,  but  otl 
fcrupled  not  to  term  rebellious,  and  had  afterwards  writ! 
a  book  which  gave  the  lye  to  all  the  adts  of  his  life,  and 
the  do&rines  he  had  ever  aflerted.  Mr.  Baftard  objefted  ti 
the  annihilation  of  any  part  of  the  charges  that  had  bea 
carried  up  to  the  Lords,  and  faid  the  fame  fligma  wouh 
fall  upon  Mr.  Haftings  if  they  dropped  the  feventeen  lal 
charges,  as  if  they  were  to  drop  the  whole.  The  prefed 
Houfe  knew  nothing  of  any  of  them,  and  yet  they  wcrt 
now  called  upou  by  the  Managers  to  drop  feventeen,  though 
they  knew  not  whether  they  were  not  more  important! 
than  the  three  or  four  preceding;  Mr.  Baftard  contended! 
that  a  fpeedy  decifion  of  his  trial  was  the  undoubted  right  a 
the  fubjedr,  and  that  by  proceeding  in  oppofition  to  thai 
grand  privilege  of  an  Englifhman,  the  Houfe  would  be  pro? 
ceeding  in  oppreflion.  With  regard  to  the  papers  firt 
which  he  had  moved,  Mr.  Baftard  faid  they  would  proff 
that  Lord  Cornwallis  and  General  Meadows  had  feized  thf 
country  of  the  Nabob  of  Arcot,  in  violation  of  the  mod  fo 
lemn  treaties ;  and  that  it  was  a  matter  that  would  h 
fpeedily  made  notorious,  by  an  appeal  of  the  Nabob  tothl 
throne,  to  the  juftice  of  that  Houfe,  or  to  the  courts  of  la# 
in  this  kingdom.  He  was  far,  he  faid,  from  meaning 
condemn  or  cenfure  the  condudt  either  of  Lord  Cornwa 
or  of  General  Meadows  ;  he  only  wifhed  to  prove  that  bf] 
the  papers  he  had  moved  for,  it  would  appear  that  they ' 
been  obliged,  in  a  moment  of  exigency,  to  adopt  a  £1 
condu&  with  Mr.  Haftings  in  his  tranfa&ions  in  Be< 


A.1J9I.  DEBATES.  369 

with  the  Begums  and   with  Cbeyt  Sing.     Mr.  Baftard  read 
atrads  from  a  letter  from  Lord  Corn wallis,  &c.  on  the 
fubjed,  urging  (late  neceffity  as  the  plea  for  the  meafure 
which,  his  Lordiliip  faid,  he  conceived  would  be  unpopular 
in  England;  and  he  again  repeated,  that  he  meant  no  reflec- 
tions on  his  Lord  (hip,  or  on  General  Meadows,  but  to  fhew 
that  there  was  an  analogy  between  their  prefent  condu£t  and 
that  of  Mr.  Haitings;  that  they  had  deprived  a  native  Prince 
ofrhefovereignty  of  his  country,  in  violation  of  the  treaty 
made  by  Sir  Archibald  Campbell  in  1787,  in  which  it  was 
provided  in  cafe  of  failure  of  the  payment  of  the  arrears  the 
Nabob  was  indebted  to  us,  that  we  were  to  feud  fuperintend- 
I  ants  into  his  country  to  receive  the  money  colle&ed  by  his 
Homildars,     Mr.  Baftard,  after  fome  general  obfer  vat  ions 
on  our  not  having  complied  with  this  condition,  faid,  he  did 
not  conceive   it  proper  that  parties  of  different  defcriptions 
in  that  Houfe  fliouid  meet  for  the  purpofe  of  opprerTmg  an 
iiihimdiialj  and  ;hat  as  Mr.  Burke  had  declared  in  the  be- 
Riming  of  the  trial,  that  if  it  foould  appear  that  Mr.  Haft- 
I  Jigs,  notwithstanding  what  he  had  done  in  India,  had  left 
Sfc  people   happy  and  the  country  in  a  ftate  of  cultivation 
and  fertility,  he  fhould  think  that  in  (lead  of  puni  foment  he 
.i^rireJ  reward.     That  fa£t,  Mr.   Baftard  faid,  was  eilab- 
Kfii:d  Iiy  the  refofutions  of  their  journals,  and  therefore  if 
"  t  right  honourable  gentleman  had  adied  confifteiuly,  he 
"  long  iince  have  abandoned  the  profecution  of  an  im- 
iment,   in    the  progrefs  of  which,  hitherto*    he   (Mr, 
rd)  could  not  fee  that  any  thing  had  been  made  out  or 
td  again  ft  the  defendant,  : 

Mr,  iiailard  was  called  to  order  in  the  courfe  of  his 

Mr, /^i^/^  objected  to  the  manner  in  which  the  motion      Mr- 
H  brought  forward  ;  the  Houfe  had  an  undoubted  right  to  Wigley- 
fcifot  articles  of  impeachment  from  time  to  time  and  as 
aftances  might   arife  to  proceed  on  them  or  not,  new 
Jes  might  be  exhibited  even  on  matter  anting  out  of  the 
snce,  and   he   trufted   the  Houfe  would  not  lightly  part 
fo  valuable  a   privilege.     If  the  impeachment  of  Mr* 
lings  was  to  be  continued,  it  might  appear  that  the  ar- 
cs thus  ftruck  out,  without  examination,  were  the  moil 
Drtant ;  yet  the  Houfe  would  be  precluded  from  the  pro- 
lition  of  them  J  the  latter  part  of  the  motion  alfo  feeraed 
rptionahle,  it   committed  the  Houfe  to  profecute  feveral 
es  in  the  impeachment,    without  deciding  any  queftiou 
propriety  of  them.     He  fubmittcd  to  the  Houfe  that 
I  motion  would  have  been  more  proper  had  it  been  "  that 
is  Houfe  will  demand  judgement  on  the  articles  on  which 
managers  have  clofed  their  evidence*"  or,  "  that  the 
>L,  XXVIII.  3  B  «  Houfe 
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'*  Houfe  will  proceed  on  the  charges  refpefiing  contra&s, 
cc  penfions  and  allowances."    The  right, honourable  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  obferved,  that  the  queftion, 
whether  the  Houfe  would  proceed  on  the  articles  refpcSing 
con  t  rafts,  penfions  and  allowances,  or  not,  was  a  queftion 
of  difcretion.    He  agreed  it  was  fo,  and  he  trotted  the  Houfe 
would  exercife  a  difcretion,  and  he  fattsfied  that  Mr.  Haft- 
irigs  ought  to  be  impeached  before  they  vojted  to  go  on  with 
the  imfieachtnenjt.     This  was  not  only  the  duty,  but  the 
right  of  the  Houfe,  and  of  that  Houfe  alone,  for  it  was  weft 
known,  that  if  a  man  was  convicted  on  an  impeachment,  00 
judgement  could  be  pronounced  but  in  their  prefence,  and  oft 
their  requifition ;  and  if  the  Houfe  of  Lords  gave  judgement, 
unlefs  on  the  demand  and  in  the  prefence  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  it  would  be  a  breach  of  privilege.     Before  the 
Houfe  took  up  the  profecution  of  an  impeachment,  voted 
by  the  laft  Houfe  of  Commons,  they  fhould  examine  the 
grounds  and  evidence  on  which  the  impeachment  bad  been 
voted,  and  on  the  evidence  be  could  find,  he  could  not  make 
up  his  mind  to  proceed. 

,  The  only  evidence  regularly  before  the  Houfe  were  tbl 
articles  and  charges  on  the  journals,  and  the  anfwers  of  Mri 
Ha  flings.  But  perhaps  he  might  be  told,  as  it  was  faid  on  I 
former  occafion,  that  he  might  refort  to  the  minutes  of  tbl 
evidence  given  before  the  Houfe  of  Lords ;  it  was  not  in  hft 
power,  nor  in  that  of  the  members  of  the  Houfe  of  Conk 
mons  to  procure  that  evidence ;  and  though  he  might  be  n> 
formed  that  it  was  printed  by  order  of  the  Houfe  of  Lflttq 
and  though  an  abftraft  from  their  journals  was  once  read  k 
the  Houfe  to  prove  rt,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  wk( 
read  it  would  recoiled  it  was  orderedto  be  printed  for  thedj 
of  the  Lords  only.  Perhaps  it  might  be  faid,  he  might  hail 
hear4  the  evidence  at  the  trial  ?  He  was  not  in  the  form 
Parliament  till  near  the  clofe  of  it,  but  flnce  he  had  theW 
nour  of  a  feat  in  that  Houfe,  he  had  frequently  attended  ttj 
trial,  and  at  thofe  times  heard  no  evidence*  to  coavid  Ml 
Haftings.  Evidence  irrelevant  to  the  articles  he  often  hefl 
offered ;  and  when  it  was  regiflered,  he  heard  the  Managi 
complaraof  the  hardfhips  of  their  fituation,  and  aflert,  tfc 
if  fuch  evidence  was  not  received,  they  could  not  procfll 
in  the  trial,  for  they  had  no  other  to  offer.  He  might  |* 
haps  be  dire&ed  to  refort  to  the  evidence  given  at  that  bt 
It  was  not  reported  on  the  journals :  he  had,  it  was  01 
met  with  a  book,  he  knew  not  by  what  authority  it  n 
publifhed,  but  it  was  fold  to  him,  as  having  been  correft 
by  a  right  honourable  Manager,  and  publifhed  under  his  i 
fpeftion ;  this  he  had  perufed  with  attention,  and  all  that! 
could  gather  from  it  was  a  renewal  of  the  do&rine  in  an  m 
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tient  refolation  of  the  Houfe,  not  likely  to  be  contended  fo£ 
at  this  time  of  day,  that  an  impeachment  may  be  votee  up- 
on hearfay.  If  that  doctrine  could  be  fupported,  the  book 
contained  evidence  enough,  it  contained  nothing  but  hear- 
fay, except  what  was  worfe,  it  contained  the  evidence  of 
tbofe  who  was  actuated  by  private  malice  and  refentment 
againft  Mr.  Haftings,  and  who  wreaked  their  vengeance  on 
him  under  the  mafk  of  public  juftice.  v  Thofe  who  had  at- 
tended the  trial  would  alfo  recoiled*  how  little  of  the  evi- 
dence given  at  that  bar,  where  no  oath  was  required,  had 
been  confirmed  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  the  wit- 
tiefles  who  had  fpoken  fo  readily  in  that  Houfe,  dared  not 
fupport  their  teftimony  by  perjury.  The  charge  againft 
Mr.  Ha  flings,  accufed  him  of  oppreffi«fn,  of  cruelty  to  the 
natives,  and  other  a<Jb  by  which  the  country  was  depopulated, 
and  the  Britifti  government  rendered  odious  in  India.  How 
was  this  proved  ?  The  journals  of  the  Houfe  denied  the  fa£t ; 
they  ftated  the  country  to  be  flourifhing ;  every  perfon  who 
had  arrived  from  that  country  faid  the  fame;  feveral  mem- 
bers of  the  Houfe  in  their  places  had  confirmed  them ;  not  a 
fingle  complaint  from  that  country  had  reached  the  Houfe; 
on  the  contrary,  reprefentations  imfavour  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
his  conduct  and  government  had  been  fent  to  the  Houfe  from 
every  part  of  India  under  his  government.  Thefe*  Mr. 
Wigley  faid,  he  was  intitled  to  call  addrefTes  or  petitions  to 
the  Moufe  in  his  favour;  he  had  a  right  to  appeal  to  them; 
the  Houfe  bad  given  them  an  importance;  for  how  had  they 
treated  them?  They  had  not  reje&ed  them  as  irrevelent,  as 
matters  of  no  confequence,  they  had  been  ordered,  not 
merely  to  lie  on  the  table,  but  to  be  printed  for  the  ufe  of 
the  members,  would  that  have  been  the  order  if  they  had 
been  thought  of  no  confequence,  or  authority? 

The  right  honourable  mover  of  the  queftion  had  entered 
into  a  long  detail  on  the  time  that  the  impeachment  had 
taken  up,  and  had  endeavoured  to  (hew  that  the  managers 
had  very  little  of  the  three  years  fpent  in  it,  allowed  for  the* 
trial.  Had  the  trial  been  necefTarily  long,  and  not  unne- 
ceflarily  delayed,  Mr.  Wigley  faid,  the  length  would  be  of 
no  weight  in  his  mind  to  put  an  end  to  it.'  If  the  charges 
againft  Mr.  Haftings  required  a  long  trial,  itmuftbefub- 
mitted  to,  but  this  had  been  unnecefTarily  protracted.  The 
right  honourable  mover  of  the  queftion,  toexcufe  the  length 
of  the  trial,  had  obferved,  that  in  former  impeachments 
each  article  had  contained  only  a  fingle  charge,  but  in  this 
impeachment  each  article  was  fufficient  for  an  impeachment, 
for  each  article  contained  feveral  diftinft  accufations,  no 
lefs  than  eighteen  different  charges  being  comprized  in  one  of. 
them.    Mr*  Wigley  objected  to  them  on  that  very  ground, 
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that  circumftance  had  induced  the  Houfe  to  vote  many  of 
thera.  It  was  an  unfair  way  of  bringing  them  before  the 
Houfe.  If  an  article  contained  but  one  fa<5t,  a  majority  o£ 
the  Houfe  muft  believe  the  evidence  brought  to  prove  it*  or 
the  article  would  be  rejedled ;  but  if  there  weie  a  hundred 
members  prefent,  and  an  article  containing  one  hundred 
fads  fhould  be  pre  fen  ted,  if  each  believed  one  feparate  fa&» 
and  thought  Mr.  Haftings  fhould  be  impeached  on  that,  but 
disbelieved  air  the  reft,  on  the  queftion  whether  the  article 
contained  matter  of  impeachment,  or  not,  the  Houfe  would 
vote.it  unanimoufly ;  when  if  each  fa£t  was  voted  Sepa- 
rately, there  would  be  ninety-nine  to  one  againft  the  iai- 
peacbmant. 

An  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  whom  he  did  not 
then  fee  in  his  place  (Mr.  Erfkine)  had  faid,  he  fhould  ex- 
pe£k  thofe  who  ftood  up  to  argue  againft  the  expediency  of 
proceeding,  to  fhew  him  that  Mr.  Haftings  was 'innocent, 
Mr.  Wigley  did  not  agree  with  him  in  that ;  he  thought  the 
Houfe  fhould  fee  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Haftings ;  they  fhouid  be 
fatisfied  that  there  was  evidence  to  fuppoit  the  impeach- 
ment.: 

The  right  honourably  gentleman  had  obferved,  that  the 
lawyers  were  not  the  men  direft^d  by  the  writs  of  elections 
to  b^  returned  to  that  Houfe,  the  writs  he  had  faid  required 
them  to  be  difcreet,  to  be  citizens,  but  not  a  word  of  law- 
yers; indeed  he  feemed  to  treat  them  as  improper  men  to 
have  a  feat  in  the  Houfe.  Mr.  Wigley  faid,  he  had  the 
honour  to  follow  the  profeffion  of  the  law.  He  did  not 
quite  agree  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman  in  this 
refpeS,  and  recolledted  foon  after  he  came  into  the  Houfe, 
.011  a  difcuflion  of  the  qualifications  requifite  for  the  moA 
important  ftation  in  that  Houfe,  the  advantage  of  a  legal 
education  was  not  forgot. 

Mr.  Wigley  faid,  there  were  now  no  managers;  the  for- 
mer managers  had  a  natural,  but  not  political  exiftence  ;  he 
was  therefore  free  to  fpeak  of  the  eonduQ  of  managers  who 
exifted  in  a  former  Parliament,  without  any  offence  to  the 
individuals  perfonally,  and  he  hoped  thofe  who  were  in  the 
Houfejwould  acquit  him  of  any  perfonal  difrefpedl ;  but  when 
the  firft  abilities  in  the  kingdom  had  been  employed  ten 
years  to  find  out  the  crimes  of  Mr.  Haftings,  without  efied, 
when  fo  much  time  had  been  fpent  in  the  trial,  and  fo  little 
had  been  done,  when  he  found  mucrrin  Mr.  Haftings's  con- 
duct to  praife,  and  very  little,  if  any  thing,  to  disapprove, 
he  could  not  vote  the  continuance  of  anjmpeachment,  be- 
gun  and  fupported  as  the  prefent  was ;  and  whatever  might  be 
«the  event,  he  fhould  ceruinly  take  an  opportunity  of  collat- 
ing 
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iagrhefcnfe  of  the  Houfe  on  the  propriety  of  continuing 
the  impeachment. 

Mr.  Ryder  faid,  he  fofe  rather  in  a  particular  predica-  Mr.Ryder 
Mitt,  having  never  given  a  vote  on  any  of  the  proceedings 
jftbeiropejcbment.     He  could  therefore  view  the  queftion 
irith  an  untainted  eye.     Mr.  Ryder  faid,  it  was  five  years, 
le believed,  fince  the  firft  charge  agaiuft  Mr.  Haftings  had 
leen  brought  forward  in  that  Houfe,  and  three  years  fince 
he  trial  had  commenced.     He  obferved  that  the  object  was 
fr  prove  to  opulent  guilt  and  fuccefsful  opprefTion,  that  no 
foe  nor  power  would  be  able  to  evade  the  punifliment  due 
f/uch  crimes,  and  this  was  neceflary,  in  order  to  ftrike  a 
frrortothe  prefent,  and  operate  as  a  warning  to  future  go- 
frnnifnts.     That  being  clearly  the  cbje6l,  let  the  Houfe 
liidcr  how  the  matter  flood  at  prefent.     Three  of  the 
rgei  were  gone  through  with,  viz.  that  of  the  Benares, 
of  plundering  the  PrincefTes  of  Oude,  and  of  the  pre- 
1  and  thefe  three   were  ftated  to   contain  fifty   fads; 
V  then  fufficient  progrefs  had  been  made  for  the  purpofe 
ample;  if  the  defendant  was  innocent  he  might  be  ac- 
ted, or  if  found  guilty,  enough  was  done  to  ground  pu- 
.ment  upon  and  prevent  others  from  following  the  fame 
pie.    The  fimple  fa£t  then  Mr,  Ryder  faid,  was  this* 
•ritiih  Governor  had   been  on  his  trial  for  three  years, 
wasof  itfelr'a  very  fevere  punifliment;  what  he  would 
therefore,  was,  that  the  Houfe  might  paufe  then,  and 
was  their  defign,  if  not  their  duty,  to  take  the  fhorteft 
to  fpeedy  and  fubftantial  juftice,  to  do  it  in  the  raoft  ef- 
wl  manner,  and  as  every  end  would  be  anfwered  by 
piflg  where  they  were,  to  call  for  immediate  judgement, 
proceed   no  farther.      This,   Mr.    Ryder    contended, 
»U  ftrip  the  impeachment  of  its  terror,  but  neverthelefs 
&  the  general  wifh  of  all  parties ;  he  therefore  would 

*  that  the  latter  part  of  the  motion,  the  exception,  bet 

Otit. 

"bis  amendment  was  feconded  and  read  from  the  Chair, 

k*Dundas  rofe  and  faid,  he  muft  object  to  this  amend-     y^r. 
t,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking  but  that  his  right  ho-  Dundat, 
&Me  friend  had  not  coufidered  the  fuhjefl  with  his  ufual 
Itacy.     Mr,  Oundas  contended  that    the  Houfe  were    ' 
id  to  confider  the  original  motion  as  exadtly  the  fame  as 
came  from  the  Managers,  who  muft  be  fuppofed  to  be 

*  judges  of  what  was  capable  of  immediate  proof,  and 
>  neceflary  to  be  eftablifhed,  than  the  Houfe  at  large. 
k  Raftings,  he  obferved  in  the  defence,  which  he  had 
fcerly  fat  up,  had  faid  it  was  true,  that  he  had  done  what 
!  had  charged  him  with,  but  that  dale  ueceflity  was  the 

caufe, 
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caufe,  and  muft  be  his  justification ;  it  was  neceflary,  t 
bring  on  the  charge  refpefting  the  contracts,  penfions  aq 
allowances,  in  order  to  prove  that  it  was  notorious  prof? 
fion  and  extravagance,  and  not  ftate  neceffity,  was  the  cad 
of  Mr.  Haftings's  acts  of  violence  and  oppreffion.  It  tff 
material  therefore  to  go  into  that  charge,  becaufe  if  therigj 
honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  could  prove  tfcj 
Mr.  Haftings  had  fquandered,  or  expended  more  than  1 
ought  to  have  done,  then  ftate  neceffity  could  not  be  A 
mitted  as  a  juftification  of  the  other  part  of  his  condff 
Mr.  Duridas  reminded  the  Houfe  that  the  Managers  I 
declared  they  could  go  through  the  charge  in  feven  dl 
and  therefore  be  thought  the  Houfe  ought  not  to  refuiiH 
Managers  fo  reasonable  a  propofition. 

Colonel        Colonel  Pbipps  rofe  to  fupport  Mr.  Ryder's  amend; 

Phipps.    but  declared  he  did  not  ftand  in  the  fame  predicament, 
ing  voted  for  the  impeachment  originally,  and  thei 
was  bound  to  fupport  it.     The  Colonel  exprefled  bis 
faction  that  the  Houfc  had  aflerted  its  rights  in  the 
cafe;  but  gave  his  reafons  for  thinking  there  was  no 
fion  to  proceed  farther  than  to  call  for  judgment, 
ferved,  that  great  ftrefs  was  laid  on  the  right  how 
gentleman's  declaration,  that  going  through  another 
'  would  take  only  feven  days;  but  how  could  that  be 
tained  beforehand  ?    If  they  had  ;only  been  through 
charges  in  three  years,  they  might  be  another  year 
getting  through  the  charge  refpecting  contracts  ; 
"  of  all  others  was  the  charge  moll  likely,  from  the  coaij 
nature  of  the  fubjedt  and  the  Variety  of  proof  n< 
eftablifh  it,  to  run  into  great  length.     They  would 
prove  that  the  contracts  had  not  been  publicly  ex; 
the  beft  bidder,  that  they  had  been  corruptly  given  at_ 
unneceflarily  profufe,  and  a  variety  of  other  facts  that!] 
be  tedious  in  their  inveftigation.     Having  reafoned 
this  for  fome  time,  the  Colonel  faid,  he  had  fat  u] 
Committee  mentioned  by  the  right  honourable  _ 
for  ninety  days,  and  that  from  feeing  the  improhabi! 
bringing  the  object  to  a  fpeedy,  or  effectual  concluf 
Committee  had  recommended  it  to  the  parties  to  di 
purfuit,  which  they  at  firft  refufed,  but  afterwards^ 
being  themfelves  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  the 
they  adopted  it.     In  the  prefent  cafe  therefore,  it 
to  him  to  be  advifeable  to  ftop  where  they  were, 
that  reafon  he  mould  fupport  the  amendment. 

Colonel        Colonel  Macleod  rok  again,  and  was  on  his  legs 
Macleod.  time,  but  we  could  not  hear  diftinctly  any  part  of  hi*( 
except  the*  beginning  of  it,  in  which,  he  complain 
different  motion,  having  been  brought  forward;  thaoi 
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the  Houfe  had  been  taught  to  exped,  and  faid,  Mr.  Mailings 
was  the  common  theme  of  praife  and  admiration  throughout 
India. 

Mr.  Jekyll  rofe  to  reprobate  the  do&rine  broached  by  Mr*     Mr. 

Dnndas,  and  as  the  moft  extraordinary,  that  had  ever  been    Jckyll. 

broached  within  thofe  walls;  and  he  could  not  help  won- 

fering  that  To  monftrous  a  propofnion  Should  come  from  a 

ntleman  who  had  received  feme  degree  of  legal  education  j 

gh  he  bad  thought  proper,  either  for  the  greater  lucra- 

venefsof  the  fituation,  or  his  own  convenience,   to  quit 

iprofeffion,  for  the  place  of  Treafurer  of  the  Navy  and 

father  offices.     Mr.  Jekyll  faid,  the  proportion  laid   down 

wj  Mr.  Dundas  was,  that  after  three  feparate  and  diftinft 

(forges  or  bills  of  indidment  had  been  found  and  eftablifh- 

ed  by  proofs,  in  a  great  variety  of  inftances,  another  bill  of 

did  men  t  was  to  be  preferred  before  the  fame  tribunal,  in 

er  to  afford  an  opportunity  of  proving  the  fadh  charged 

I  the  former  indictments,  and  preclude  the  defendant  from 

?  aid  of  his  defence  ;  that  he  would  venture  to  pronounce 

fbch  a  propofition  contrary  to  the  praftice  of  every  court  of 

jidieature,  and  the  mofl  monftrou*  that  had  ever  been  heard 

bin  thefe  walls,  or  that  ever  before  came  from  the  mouth 

fa  lawyer. 

Mr.  Tayhr  rofe  m  anfwer  to  Mr.  Jekyll ;  he  faid  that  his      Mr. 
ned  friend  had   accufed  the  right  honourable  gentleman    Taylor. 
ir.  Dundas)  very  improperly,  of  a  want  of  legal  know- 
&gt;  in   his  opinion,  if  the  imputation  relied  any  where, 
ma  more  to  be   a  fen  bed  to  his  learned  friend,  than   tho 
lit  honourable  gentleman  j  indeed,  if  lie  had  not  known 
s  abilities  and  qualifications  which  diftinguifh  his  learned 
he  fhould  have  thought)  from  all  that  he  had  heard 
night s  that  his  honourable  friend  was  exceedingly  de* 
nt  in  the  knowledge  of  the  Common  Law,  and  very  little 
ad  in  the  parliamentary  biftory  of  the  country.  His  honour* 
Ifc  friend  had  forgot  that  an  Impeachment  was  only  one  in- 
Iment  produced  and  a£ted  upon  accordingly,  that  the  dif- 
at  articles  were  a*  fo  many  counts,  upon  each  of  which 
watt  evidence  might   be  given,  or  the  allegations  of  one 
nt  might  (at  the  difcretion  of  the  profecutors)  be  adduced 
lengthen  and  corroborate  another,  juft   as   the  circum- 
reqnirqd-     Was  this   an  innovation    in  theory,  and 
Tti  pra£lifed?  certainly  the  reverfe.     Everyday*^   expe- 
ctance In  Courts  of  Judicature  warranted  the  observation,  and 
ffcgatived  the  very  lingular  doftrine  of  his  learned  friend* 
.wt  to  put  the  matter  beyond  any  doubt,  how  did  the  Lords 

F~rder  it}  certainly  in   the  way  in  which  he  had  taken  the 
y  to  Hate  it*     When  the  Managers  preffed  to  have  the 
«  feparatelv  heard  and   diilinflly  decided  upon,   the 
Houfe 
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Houfe  of  Lords  rejeded  the  application,  giving  it  as  a  j 
that  all  the  articles  were  contained  in  one  indi&xnent, 
that  the  prifoner  could  not  be  put  upon  his   defence, 
the  different  charges  or  allegations  had  been  brought  for* 
by  the  Commons,  and  the  cafe  on  the  part  of  the  profe 
wholly  gone  through.     The  learned  gentleman  had  talke 
of  the  injuftice  of  permitting  the  Managers  to  proceed 
the  charge  of  penfions,  contrafts,  and  allowances,  wkfcj 
view   to  cut  up  the  defence  of  Mr.  Huttings*  and  fix 
Aronger  degree  of  guilt  upon  him;  it  was  no  uncotnn 
cafe  to  pnrl'ue  ihe  fame  plan  in  the  inferior  criminal  coor 
but  without  entering  into.fuch.an  analogy,  he  would 
tain,  that  in  the  prelent  inftance,  it  was  a  proceeding fotat 
in  reafon  and  juftice.     What  was  the  defence  fet  up  by  1 
friends  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  by  the  man  hihifelf,  to  the] 
cipal  charges  already  brought  again  ft  him  r  viz.  that  he  ' 
urged  to  the  commiflion  or  thofe  enormous  a6ts  from 
ftate  neceffity,  from  the  pre  flu  re  and  exigency  of  the  ti 
and  from  the  fafety  of  the  country  committed  to  his  < 
that  his  weie  no  perfonal  motives,  no  private  views  of  : 
to  himfelf  or  thofe  conne£led  with  him*     Is  it  net  the 
the  duty  of  the  Managers  to  prove,  by  entering  into 
article  of  contracts  and  allowances,  that  the  plea  is  falfe] 
fubftance,  for  that  at  the"  very  time  he  was  enforcing  " 
wants  of  the  Company  as  a  reafon  for  his  cruelty  and 
pretfion,  he  was  wafting  the  property  of  his  em  plovers  1 
heaping  upon  his  favourites  and  dependants  uncalled-for] 
tuities,  and  the  rnoft  fhameful  con t rafts.     If  this  we 

^cafe,  would  not  the  matter  be  more  clearly  proved, 
not  it  be  brought  home  more  fatisfadorily  to  the  br 
every  man  ;  would  not  the  canvitStion  be  consequently 
Certain,  and  the  judgement  of  the  Lords  more  fevered 
emplary  ?  He  muft  add,  that  thofe  who  condu&ed  diet 
fecution,  feeliog  thofe  impreffions,  would  ill  difchai 
truft,  if  tbey  did  not  recommend  fuch  a  proceedings 

'Houfe,   with  all  the  earneftnefs    in   tl»eir  power; 
thought  the  Houfe  would  not  a£t  with  becoming  wif 
propriety  if  they  hefitated  a  moment  in  the  adoption  t 
Mr.  Taylor  then    adverted    to  what  had  fallen  from 

.  Ryder;  he  faid  he  had  reafoned  upon  falfe  grounds  tvitba 
fpe6t  to  the  profecution,  and  that  he  had  taken  up  the 
ment  improperly,  as  far  as  it  related  to  the  Manage  w 
was  true,  he  had  neither  blamed  nor  applauded  tbtrri^i 
ftili  he  had  ftated  the  length  of  the  trial  fomewhat  invi 
having  dwelt  ftrongly  upon  its  continuance  for  three] 
inftead  of  allowing  that  it  had  only  con  fumed  {jxty-fii 
of  fitting ;  he  muft  fay,  that  notwithstanding  what  hadl 
from  Mr.  Ryder,  he  could  not  help  recurring  to  tfce  me 

calculati 


A.  179i«  y    l    d     a     x     e*     *».  277 

calculation  adopted  by  his   right    nondurable  friend  (Mr.  •- 

Burke),  and  upon  that  calculation  it  would  be  found  that 
the  length  of  the  trial  was  not  foconfiderable;  did  the  honour- 
able gentleman  recoiled  how  many  Court  Martials  for  the 
trials  of  General  Officers  had  fat,  for  how  many  months  thefe 
enquiries  had  continued,  though  the  hours  of  fitting  were 
from  ten  in  the  morning  until  four  in  the  afternoon  ?  will 
the  importance  of  the  one  to  be  compared  to  the  magnitude 
and  confluence  of  the  other  ?  after  reafoning  upon  this  for 
bw  time,  Mr.  Taylor  afferted,  that  even  if  the  trial  had 
iten  longer  in  its  duration,  no  fault  could  be  imputed  to  the 
Managers ;  they  had  been  no  caufe  of  delay ;  they  had  dori« 
fill  in  then  power  to  bring  tlie  queflion  to  a  fpeedy  iffue ;  but 
fiould  they  command  times  and  feafons?  could  they  dire&, 
Fhtflier  the  Houfe  of  Lords  Should  fit  feven  hours  or  three 
ors  a  day,  or  what  portion  of  the  week  fhould  be  allotted  * 
Ithe  enquiry  ?  could  they  regulate  the  times  of  adjournment 
r prorogation  t  in  fliort,  he  faid*  the  moie  the  matter  was 
*"sd,  ihe  more  manifeft  would  it  appear  that  they  merited 
blame;  and  if  any  Member  thought  that  there  was  ground 
accufing  them,  n^w  was  the  time  to  come  forward 
Ijr,  and  declare  it,  hut  that  it  ought  not  to  be  done  by 
!  blows  and  invidious  infinuatious;  after  reafoning  a  little 
"  :  upon  this,  he  concluded  with  giving  his  hearty  aflent 
\  original  motion* 
u  Ryder  rpfe  to  exculpate  him felf  from   having  given      Mr, 

cafion    to  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  to    Ryder* 
plain  of  injuAice  done  to  the  Managers,     He  had  faid 
,..ig  that  went  either  to  approve  or  to  cenfure  the  Ma- 
kers of  the  impeachment,  but  had  confined  himfelf  wholly 
"he  advantage  that  he  thought  would  refult  from  calling 
adgement  on  the  charges  already  proved. 
I  Chancellor  Pitt  laid,  he  muft  be  under  the  neceflSty  Mr.  Pitt 
{eriug  from  his  honourable  frierxl  who  had  moved  the 
Iment  for  leaving  out  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
on.     As  alfo  from  Ins  other  honourable  friend  who  had 
Jed  the  motion  of  amendment*     Since  both  his  honour- 
friends  had  on   a  former  night  concurred  with  him   in 
>n  as  to  the  general  queftion,  that  an  impeachment  doc* 
I  abate  by  diflblution,  but  abfolutely  remains  in  flatu  quot 
I  that  the  Houfe  was  competent  to  decide  whether  there 
be  an  end  to  the  proceedings  on  the  impeachment  or 
i ;  he  would  not  heGtate  to  declare  that  there  was  an  in- 
aey  in  their  reafoning  on  the  fubjeft  of  this  night's  de- 
fer this  competency  muft  extend  to  the  whole*,  and 
:  be  confined  to  any  part  or  parts,  and  thus  then  if  the 
jfe  were  limited  to  the  right  of  calling  only  for  judg- 
|it,  and  if  the  new  Members  were  to  confide  in  the  ads 
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of  the  former  Houfe,  only  as  far  as  they  had  been  given) 
'evidence,  the  general  principle  for  which  the  Houfe  H 
'contended,  and  fuccefsfully  contended,  would  be  defeated! 
fa£b,  and  fruftrated  in  its  application.     1  he  Chsncellorj 
the  Exchequer  contended  that  it  was  indifpenfibly  nca- 
to  proceed  with  the  remaining  charge,  touching  contn 
freverfioris,  and  allowances,  not  only  on  the  gro-indof  i 
pediency,  becaufe  the  evidence  that  ought  to  be  prodr 
on  this  remaining  charge,  may, be  intimately  conne<2edl 
and  infeparable  from  the  evidence  given  in  the  former  cha 
as  alfo  that  it  might  difprove  and  invalidate  the  p!eiof| 
ceffity  which  was  urged  in  Mr.  Haftings's  defence;  thi 
Yocates  for  Mr.  Hailings  fay,  that  every  breach  of  tn 
and  every   aft  of  peculation   finds   its  juilificat'un  to 
ftrongeft  of  human  pleas,  neceffity,  that  fuch  acls  vrtH 
done  with  any  corrupt  mothe,  or  with  any  the  flighted 
to  private  emolument,  but  abfolutely  for  the  benefit  o 
company.     Now  any  charge  that  will  go  to  ptove  < 
the  perverfion  or  the  non-exiftence  of  this  necefllty, ) 
only  a  matter  of  right,  but  of  abfolute  and  irredeenuN 
pediency.    If  it  fhould  appear  that  Mr.  Haftings,  byal 
.of  the  Company's  money,  had  hi mfelf  created  this  neq! 
or  that  in  cenfequence  of  the  large  fums  which  \xj 
difcretion,   this  neceffity  had  no  exiftence  at  all, 
plea,  fo  far  frbin  being  conclufive  in  his  favor,  is  a 
nugatory.'  'The  duration  of  the  trial  has  been  ftaitti| 
infuperable .  objection  to  its  farther  procefs  ;  but  tl 
tion  was  foundeil  on  a  falfe  principle,  becaufe  it 
the  time  that  the  remaining  charge  would  take  up  fn 
time  that  had  been  employed  on  the  former  charges,  ] 
was  not  the  cafe.  *  It  flates  that  the  trial  had  lafie" 
years,'1  a  long  period  he  confefled',  and  every  one  , 
him  regret,'  that  an  innocent  man  fhould  remain  < 
period/ In  the  fufperice  and  anxtety^of  accufation; 
he  trufted;' would' difallow,  that  to;  fuch  a  toan,  f 
demnification  was  not  due ;  fuch  a  period  of  time  l 
he  confidered  as  conftiftrting  '  no  iricdnfiderable  pt 
punifhmcot  even  to  a  guilty  perfon.  '■  But  fhould  the^ 
preferred  againft  Mr.-  Hastings,  or  the  principal  p 
be  proved  ;  what*  man  will  ^aflert,  'that  the  pur 
has  already  fuffered,  is  proportionate  to  th$  rmgnit 
crimes?  Nay,  this  very  argument  fourfded*  on 
ingsYpaft  fufferings,  was  one- 6f  th6  rmlft  coge 
ceding  on  the  trial,  but  furety  not  the  only'dne.,: 
of  public  juftice,  and  the  neceffity  of  public*  erara, 
much  louder,  and  much  more  urgent  than  any  regafdj 
circum  fiances  or  the  feelings,  however  unfortunate^] 
individual.    And  if  the- Houfe  were  Tpeedy  in  co 


and  not  in  interruption,  they  were  bound  to  continue  the 

proceedings  in  that  way  which  appeared  moil  adequate  to 

the  ends  of  public  juftice,  which  ought  to  be  quick,  but  fub- 

iiantial,  which,  ought  to  come  to  a  fpeedy  iflue,  without  fa- 

crificing  the  grand  objeA  that  can  make  any  iflue  defirable. 

The  queftion  therefore  narrows  itfelf  to  this:   "Whether 

*  flriking  out  the  only  article  which  it  was  now  propofed 

u  to  open,  would  materially  affeft  the  iflue  of  the  charges 

/"  already  in  evidence  ?*     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

iJbere  declared,  that  he  had  attempted  to  prove  that  they 

iirould,  and  ably  fupported  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr. 

jBundu)  in  his  arguments  on   that  head.     The  obje&ion 

With  regard  to  time  was  certainly  inaccurate,    becaufe   it 

ki  nm  fair  to  fay,  that  fince  the  charges  had  taken  up  three 

■ton,  a  fourth  charge  mufl  neceflarily  rake  up  a  proportion* 

Mb  quantity  of  time;  or  that  becaufe  fome  of  the  charges 

lawained  fifty  allegations,  another  niuft  contain  as  many 

■Ore.    The  rule  of  three  which  had  been  referred  to  by  his 

Bbourable  friends  on   this  occnfion,  gave  not  a   fair  relult, 

ft  if  it  failed  in  their  hands,  it  would  furely  be  more  er- 

fiheoQs  in  the  hands  of  other  gentlemen,  who  were  not 

Kite  fo  canverfant  in  figures.     1  his  argument,  drawn  from 

■  unfair  preemption,  which  is  at  heft  weak  in  itfelf,  is  ftill 
■tokened  by  the  moft  politive  aflurance  which  had  been 
Ken  by  the  honourable  mover  of  the  original  motion. 
■nich  aflu ranee  he  had  no  fcruple  to  declare,  he  thought 
■lightly  given,  and  to  which  the  Houfe  ought  undoubtedly 

l|ive  confidence-      A  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Jekyll), 

H  been  pleafed  to  bellow  a  degree  of  fupercilious  induU 
fcke  and  companion  on  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
fcub<)  of  which  fortunately  he  did  not  fland  in  need.  If 
S  learned  gentleman  did  not  confider  the  fuhjefts  that 
wm\t  be  prefentcd  to  him,  with  more  precifion  and  atten- 

m  than  he  had  con  fide  red  this,  he  doubted  whether  he 
■bid  be  able  to  continue  in  the  profeflion  of  the  law  fo  lu- 
^Bvely  to  himfelf,  or  quit  it,  fo  beneficial  to  the  public,  a? 
Blight  honourable  friend.     There  was  nothing  monftrous 

i&ppofing  one  part  of  an  impeachment  neceflary  to 
fceeffeft  to  the  evidence  that  had  been  given  on  the  former 
fcTs}  and  were  the  learned  gentleman  in  his  profeffional 
■pcity  to  confider  it  the  indifpenfable  duty  of  an  advo- 
K  never  to  anticipate  the  defence  of  the  oppofite  party, 

■  form  his  pailice  on  this  rule,  he  would  hardly  advance: 
ttwi  profeflion,  with  as  much  fuccefs  as  he  had  entered 
■on  it.  If  the  charges  preferred  agarnft  Mr*  Haftings  were 
pfiTed,  it  is  Allowed  that  the  only  plea  that  remained  for 
fe  to  urge  was  that  of  ftate  neceffity.  On  this  principle 
ft-  Hosts  could  not  with  any  degree  of  confiftency  Abandon 
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the  charge  that  would  diredly  go  to  prove  that  no  foch  oej 
ceffiry  ever  exifted,  and  of  courfe  that  the  plea  is  unavailing 
As  to  the  Managers  having  propofed  to  proceed  in  a  m 
that  would,  have  taken  off  the  effeS  of  the  proof;  the  I 
was  not  now  to  confider  what  the  Managers  might  have  j 
any  time  intended,  hut  what  was  the  a&ual  cir  cumftanctH 
{he  cafe;  the  remaining  charge,  it  was  urged,  did  not  lie] 
a  narrow  compafs,  and  from  its  nature  muft  take  up  na* 
f  ime.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  allowed  it  i 
be  long,  but  he  alfo  thought  it  was  much  more  like! 
might  be  ftiort.  Indeed,  on  this  fubjefi  the  Houfe  was  i 
great  meafure  relieved  from  conjecture.  He  had  the  afitn 
of  the  perfons  the  beft  informed  on  the  matter,  that  if | 
Managers  ftiould  have  the  proofs  ready  a*  foon  as  theT 
was  to  be  opened,  and  there  was  every  preemption  toi 
pofe  they  would,  and  if  they  Could  alfo  procure  ftrong  ] 
of  grofs  and  flagrant  extravagance,  it  was  natural  to 
that  the*charge  would  lie  in  a  narrow  eocnpafs.  Sup 
in  fiance,  acircumftance  to  which  he  always  alluded  1 
gret  and  reludtence,  becaufe  it  involved  the  recollei 
an  officer  of  great  diftin&ioft,  now  no  fflore,  but  a 
Jtance  that  it  was  frrf poilible  to  overlook*  Suppofe  Mr. 
ings  had  given  20,oool.  a  ylar  from  the  feveffaes  of  a  J 
plundered  under  the  plea  of  ftate  fieceffity,*  to  an  ofl 
poiTeffion  of  great  and  lucrative  employments  befides^j 
continued  it  after  that  officer  had  been  employed  iff  £] 
diftant  part  of  the  country;  fuppofe  that  out  of  the  it) 
of  Oude,  fuch  an  extravagant  allowance  Was  giveA't 
officer  ferving  in  the  Carnatic,  and  in  defufncfe  of  the  ej 
orders  of  the  Company  to  the  Contrary,  would  hdtM 
man  ag^ee  that  fuch  an  allowance  under  fuch  circus  * 
was  an  aggravation  of  the  other  flagrant  and  enon 
fences  laid  to  the  charge  of  Mr.  Haftings.  This  warf 
cumftance  fo  definite  in  its  nature,  and  fo  capable  of  I 
and  unequivocal'proof,  that  it  might  be  considered  1 
a  narrower  compafs  than  that  he  had  taken  to  ftate  1 * 
action.  In  entering  on  fuch  a  charge,  containing  i 
ter,  and  fraught  with  fuch  cwcumftances,  there  < 
fonably  be  no  danger  of  delay  $  wt  there  was  much  J 
founded  apprehenfion  of  rendering  nugatory  all  thel 
pains  that  had  been  fpent  on  the  impeachment  air 
Separating  and  mutilating  the  acCufation,  which  he  1 
fhould  be  taken  in  the  whole,  and  not  in  part,  and  a 
an  ill-founded  and  miftaken  compaffion  for  an  individ 
fupercede  their  duty  as  members  of  the  LegiflatUre, 
regard  to  general  juftice. 

Mr.  Serjeant  iVatfon    rofe  fo  deliver  Ill's  6piniofl^ 
ftortly,  arid  to  ftate,  that  ife  man  in  that  Houfe 
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more  indifferent  to  the  party  concerned,  as  he  knew  not 
Mr.  Haftings,  nor  had  any  connexion  with  him  or  his  friends. 
The  Serjeant  proceeded  to  (late  his  fentiments  on  the  origi- 
nal queftion,  and  the  different  amendments  that  had  been 
propofed,  but  the  Houfe  grew  fo  impatient  and  fo  clamorous 
for  the  queftion,  that  he  was  foon  obliged  to  fit  down* 
Major  Scott  now  rofc,  and  faid, 
\  Mr.  Speaker, 

\'      I  rife,  at  the  prefent  mofoent,  under  very  confiderable  em-  Mij.  Scott 
1    barraffment ;  for  I  came  down  to  the  Houfe  to  day,  with 
j    many  other  gentlemen,  in  the  fulleft  con  virion  that  the  quef- 
\   tk>n  to  be  propofed  for  our  confideration,  would  be,  accord- 
ing to  the  folemn  declaration  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Pitt)  a  queftion  of  discretion;  that  is  to  fay,  whether, 
'  under  all  the  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  this  Houfe.  would 

Jrrfevere  in,  or  abandon,  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings? 
ut,  to  my  aftonifhment,  that  motion  has  been  totally  given 
up,  and  the  queftion  fif  ft  propofed  was,  that  the  impeach- 

*  meet  Aiould  be  clofed  with  the  article  of  Contracts ;  upon . 
which  an  amendment  has  been  moved,  to  clofe  as  the  caufe 

;  now  Hands;  both  implying,  that  the  impeachment  is  to  go 
i  00 ;  and  confequently  precluding  the  true  point  on  which 
\  the  debate  of  this  night  ftiould  have  turned,  until  the  Houfe 

it  Completely  exhaufted  and  fatigued- 
I      Now,  Sir,  the  few  words  that  I  {hall  fay,  do  apply  moft 

*  Jxmitedly  to  the  queftion  of  difcretion ;  and  I  earneftly  im- 

*  plore  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  for  a  few  minutes,  and  moft 
'  particularly  of  thofe  Members  who  did  not  fit  in  the  I  aft  Par- 
?  foment :  1  will  not  go  at  length  into  the  mode  in  which  the 
r.  vaft  mafs  of  matter,  contained  in  the  twenty  articles,  was 
L  }aued  by  the  late  Houfe,  but  I  will  take  the  article  of  Be- 

HareJ  only,  and  all  the  reft  are  fimilar  to  it.     That  charge, 

is  ofigirfally  brought  into  the  late  Houfe  by  a  right  honour- 
t»*ble  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  was  the  fize  of  a  pamphlet,  and 

toitamed  a  very  great  number  of  criminal  allegations.  Thefe 
\  were  all  ftated  Separately  by  the  honourable  mover  of  that 
1  charge  in  the  Houfe  ( Mr.  Pox),  who  contended,  that  each 

allegation  was  criminal.  a A  very  high  authority  in  the  Houfe, 
hf  Mr.  Pitt)  did,  on  the  other  hand,  not  only  defend  Mr. 
'Haftings  upon  all  the  points,  except  the  laft,  but  he  declared 
;  that  the  a£h  ftated  to  be  criminal,  were  ftri&ly  j lift ifi able, 
piod  highly  meritorious.  He  merely  disapproved  of  the 
t-fcmount  of  the  fine  which  Mr.  Haftings  intended  to  levy  upon 
'  Cheyt  Sing  for  his  contumacy.  The  motion,  however^ 
t  being,  that  there  was  ground  for  impeachment  in  the  matter 
1  of  the  article,  both  fides  of  the  Houfe  agreed  in  the  conclu- 
I  £dn.  It  was  entrufted  to  the  Managers  afterwards  to  frame 
"the  article;  and  they  very  naturally  included  every  thing 
1  *  whic& 
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which,  in  their  ideas,  was  criminal.     The  right  honoorable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  promifed  to  move  amendments:  that 
promife  he  never  performed  ;  fo  that  in  fad,  and  in  truth,  no 
gentleman  can  fay  what  the  late  Houfe  of  Commons  conceW* 
ed  to  be  the  criminal   parts  of  the  Benares  article;  hot  Mr* 
Hading)  was  called  upon   to  defend  himfelf,  for  demanding 
from  Cheyt  Sing  his  quota  to  thefupport  of  the  war,  though 
thr  Minifter  had  defended  the  demand,  as  ftriclly  confiftent 
with  juftice.     Will  this  Houfe  not   paufe  for  a  moment? 
Will  they  not  do  what  the  laft  Houfe  ought   to  have  done? 
Will  they  not  put  a  feparate  queftion  upon  each  criminal  alle- 
gation in  the  Benares  articles,  before  they  adopt  it  as  their 
own,  and  fan£ion  it  with  their  approbation  ?  I  claim  it  as  a; 
right,  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Haftings,  that  this  Houfe  ihaUij 
give  its  fentiments  on  every  allegation  in  that  article.    Tl»] 
obfervations  on  this  (ingle  article  will  apply  with  equal  fore* 
to  every  other  article  in  the  impeachment.     There  was  an-; 
other  moll  material  diftinflion  taken  bv  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)   and  other  great  authorities  in  thil 
Houfe,  at  the  outfet  of  this  hnfinefs.     They  ftated  it  to  be 
a  fundamental  principle,  that  no  aft  done  by  Mr.  Hailing** 
and  communicated  to  the  King's  Minifters  and  the  Court  d 
Directors,  prior  to  his  feveral  parliamentary  re-appointments 
could  be  a  proper  fubject  of  impeachment,  fuch  re-appoint* 
ments  being  the  ftrongeft  teftimony  of  parliamentary  app»: 
bation.     Yet,  Sir,  the  Managers  did  include  afls  doneia 
1772,  amongft  thefe  articles,  and  the  late  Houfe  paid  no  * 
1        of  attention  .to  them,  poffibly  never  read  them.     Muchti 
was  fruitlefsly  fpent  in  going  through  thefe  points  afterw; 
in  Weftminfter  Hall.    Are  they  now  to  be  dropped  forevet' 
and  is  Mr.  Haftings  entitled  to  no  reparation  for  fuch  awn 
Urdus  injuftice  ?  The  right  honourablegentleman  (Mr.  Buttaj 
fays,  and  fays  very  truly,  that  infamy  muft  reft  fomewhett 
if  the  articles  are  true,  it  muft  reft  with  Mr.  Haftings;  i 
falfe,  elfewhere  :  and  the  right  honourable  gentleman  aflc 
if  the  articles  are  true  or  not  ?    I   mean  not  in   general  * 
fpeak  with  difrefpedt  of  the  late  Houfe;  but  this  I  do  fa} 
that  many  of  thofe  articles,  and  all  that   are  material,  ai 
falfe,  notorioufly  and  palpably  falfe.     Their  falfehood  is  ok 
vious  to  all  England,  to  all  Europe,  and  to  all  Afia  ;  nor  ail 
I  afraid,  in  fupport  of  this  broad  fad,  to  meet  the  united  tl 
tents  and  abilities  of  all  the  orators  in  this  Houfe ;  for  oratoi 
muft  fail,  *  when  oppofed  to  truth,  and  to  the  common  fa* 
of  mankind.    The  world  will   afk,  what  more  (hall  be  rt 
quired  of  a  Britilh  Governor,  than  to  preferve  the  domioifl 
committed  to  his  charge,  in  a  feafon  of  great  difficulty,  da 
ger,  and  embarraflment,  to  improve  its  revenues,  to  inert* 
the  population,  to  encourage  agriculture  and  commerce:  • 

tfi 
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this  Mr.  Hailings  did,  and  is,  to  this  moment,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  impeachment,  univerfally  efteemed  in  India, 
which  could  not  pof&bly  be  the  cafe,  had  he  been  a  rapaciqi)S 
peculator,  a  plunderer,  a  captain  general  of  iniquity.  Bufy 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  is  any  gentleman  who  ftill  contend^ 
that  the  articles  are  true,  he  muft  allow  that  the  India  MU 
nifter  (Mr.  Dundas)  has  for  four  years  fucceffively  prefented 
falfe  accounts  to  this  Houfe,  and  that  falie  refolutions  are  en* 
tercd  upon  your  journals. 

VExtraft  fram  the  Journals,  20tb  of  March,  1782. 
"  Total   revenues  and   refources  of  Bengal,  from  April 
"  177 1,  to  April  1772,  three  crores,  thirteen  lacks,  twenty- 
*'  three  thoufand,    eight  hundred  and  ninety-five  current 
u  rupees." 

$xtraftjrotn  the  Journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^  <)th  ofMay^ 

f  .  x787- 

[      "  Refolved,  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe  that  the  annual 

k  u  revenues  of  the  Ea ft  India  Company,  in  the  provinces  of 

!   u  Bengal,  Bahar,  and  Orifla,  and  from  Benares  and  Oude, 

■  *  under  the  heads  of  mint  or  coinage  duties,  poll- office 
[  "  collections,  Benares  revenue,    Oude    fubfidy,    land  reve- 

■  *  nues,    cuftoms,  and  the  receipts  from  the   fales  of  fait 
"  and  opium,   amounted,  on   the  average  of  three  years, 

•  "  from  178 1  -2  to  1783-4,  to  the  fum  of  five  crores,  two 
#a  lacks,  twenty-five  thoufand,  five  hundred  and  fifty  current 

!  «  rupees  " 

•  ■  •», 

Ditto,  25th  of  May,  1788 — In  the  fame  words. 

w  The  average  from  1782-3  to  1784-5;  five  crores,  twenty- 
\  a  one  lacks,  eighty  eight  thoufand,  one  hundred  and  fifty- 
1  "  fix  current  rupees." 

^  '  N.  B.  Thefe  were  the  three  laft  years  of  "Mr,  Haftings's 
,  adminiftration— Increafe  above  two  millions  one  hundred 

thoufand  pounds.  •/*' 
I  i.  •!   V- 

(■  Ditto,  3d  of  July,  1 789. — "Next  three  years  average,  from 
1  K  l^3"4  to  ! 785-6,  five  crores,  eight  lacks,  feven  thoufand 
f  *  fix  hundred  and  fifty  current  rupees* 
j  '  Ditto,  3d  of  May,  1790.  a  Next  three  years  average, 
I  u  from  1784-5  to  1787  8,  five  crores,  thirty  lacks,  fifty- 
L  u  feyen  thoufand,  five  hundred  and  eleven  current  rupees."] 

J  There  is  no  period  to  the  abfurdity  in  which  this  Houfe 
r  will  be  involved,*  if  it  {andlions  what  has  pafled  in  the  laft^ 
I  Parliament.  In  the  very  year,  almoft  on  the  very  day,  that 
the  late  Houfe  declared  Bengal  to  have  been  oppreffed,  ruined, 
anddeftroyed  by  Mr.Haftings,  did  the  India  Minifter  opea 
ii*  firft, budget  1  in  Which  he  affirmed,  that  it  had  been  in  a 
*• .  u  _.  progreffiv* 
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progreflive  flate  of  improvement  under  the  Britifli  Govern- 
ment.    He  proved  his  aflertion  by  the  evidence  of  figures. 

You  have,  Sir,  upon  your  journals,  an  accurate  account 
of  the  total  revenues  and  refources  of  the  Bengal,  Governmentj 
during  Mr.  Hafting  's  admiuiftration,  prefented  by  the  India 
Minilier  himfelf ;  you  may  obferve  their  progreffive  increafe; 
and  as  they  have  not  fince  fallen  off,  it  is  a  proof  that  he  did 
rot  ftrain  the  country  for  any  temporary  purpofe.  But  why 
do  I  dwell  upon  fadts  that  cannot  be  denied  ?  Mr.  Shore,  a 
gentleman  of  the  faireft  characler,  late  a  Member  of  the  Su- 
preme Council,  has  fixed  it,  by  his  evidence  in  Weftminfter 
Hall,  beyond  the  power  of  contradiction  ;  he  has  depofetl, 
vpon  oath,  that  the  natives  are  happier  under  our  Govern- 
ment than  und^r  any  other  :  he  faw  the  increafe  of  agricul- 
ture and  population,  during  Mr.'  Haflings's  government,  a&4 
he  has  folemnly  fworn  to  the  truth  of  the  fa&#     ' 

[^uejiiom  to  John  Shore,  Efq.  in-  JVeJlminJicr  HaU>  the  idtf 
June,   1790, 

"  Qi  Has  nbt  property  been  more  fecure,  and  individuals 
u  lefs  oppreffed,  under  the  Britifli  Government,  than  under 
i€  the  government  of  the  Nabobs  ? 

"  A.  1  have  not  a  doubt  of  it. 
.  u.  Are  not  the  natives  in  general  more  happy  i 

t€  I  believe  they  are, 

"  Q^  .Since  the  year  1770,  to  the  time  when  you  left  Itn' 
cc  dia,  had  not  the  agriculture,  population,  *  and  general 
"  profperity  of  the  country  increafec}  ?  | 

*'  A.  I  have  recorded  that  as  my  opinion  on  the  proceed- 
"  ings  in.  Bengal,  and  1  now  adhere  to  it,"*']  " 

The  natives  of  all  ranks  in  India  have  affirmed  the  6n*| 
fa&s  that  Mr.  Shore  ftated — the  India  Mini fter  has  affirmed 
it — the  public  accounts  prove  it — the  whole  woHd  afferts  it—^ 
yet  the  late  Houfe  pafled  articles,  and  the  Managers  cnadi 
ipeeches,  ftating  the  kingdom  of  Bengal  to  be  opprefieq 
rumed,  and  deftroyed.  How  much  longer  is,  the  comcac^ 
fenfe  of  mankind  to  be  (hocked  by  fuch  abfurdity  ?  ! 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Dundas)  talks  mocS 
of  the  importance  of  the  articles  of  impeachment,  andthi 
gravity  of  this  profecution.  He  voted  for  all  the  article^ 
but  he  mure,  know,  and  I  will  inform  the  Houfe,  that  1  ca* 
produce  his  own  fignature,  in  full  approbation  of  thofe  vert 
meafures,  and  thofe  principles,  which  the  articles  condeffll 
in  the  moft  pointed  manner.  When  hejieard  of  Mr,  Hdj 
tings's  arrangement  with  the  Nabob  Vizier,  he  figned  \A 
approbation  of  it.  In  the  government  of  Sir  John  Macphef* 
fon,  he  order?,  that  the  arrangement  formed  by  Mr-  Hafting 
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/ball  be  invariably  adhered  to ;  and  when  Lord  Cbrnwallis 
write*,  thar,  excepting  his  having  ftationed  fome  additional 
battalions  in  Oude,  he  had  nearly  adhered  to  the  fyflem  ef- 
tahliflied  by  Mr*  Haftings,  all  he  had  done  being  with  a  vie# 
to  render  it  permanent,  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  re- 
plies, that  after  an  attentive  perufal  of  aH  the  papers  uport 
thefubjed,  he  approved  the  arrangement,  and  the  principles 
on  which  it  was  formed. 

[Leber  frm  the  Court  of  Dlreflors  to  Bengal)  dr.ted  the  20th  of 

February »,  1785. 
;    "  The  arrangement  concluded  by  Mr,  Findings  with  tb* 
';*  Nabob  Vizier  has  our  approbation. 
I  "  Signed  —  Henry  Dundas, 

\  "  W.  W.  Grenvillej 

'  "  V/AtSltJGHKM, 

"  MuLGRAVE." 

nur  from  the  Court  of  Directors  to  Bengal^  dated  the  2\ft  of 

Sept<*nber>  1785. 
19.  "  And,  while  upon  this  fubje<a,  we  think  it  ptoper 
to  exprefs  our  approbation  of  the  principles  contained  in 
Mr.  Macpherfon's  letter  to  the  Vizier,  bearing  date  the 
18th  of  February  laft ;  and  we  expeft  that  the  agreement 
J  made  between  the  Vimer  and  Mr,  Hafiings  will  be  invariably 
**dberedto. 

"Approved — Hekry  Duwdas, 

"   W.   W.  GRENVlLLErf 

"  Walsingham, 

*«   MULCKAVE." 

raft  nf  a  Mimite  of  bird  Cornwall! sf  20tb  of  Aprils  1787, 
rt»  thefettkment  concluded  with  the  Nabob  Hydet*  Beg 

The  only  material  difference  which  has  taken  place? 
Ih  the  engagements  between  this  Government  and  the  Na- 
^  bob  Vizier,  relates  to  the  Brigade  Rationed  at  Futty 
1  Glvur,  the  continuance  of  which  body  of  troops  in  the 
Womimons  of  the  Vizier  I  deem  equally  eflential  to  the 
*  "mereft  of  the  V  izic  r  and  of  the  Compan  y .  In  other  refpeflsf 
azr£  nearly  adhered  to  the  principle  eflabltfhed  by  the  former 
vernor  General \  Air,  Ha/rings*  and  fince  confirmed  by  tt& 
Yj  tf  the  honourable  the  Court  of  Direelors,  all  the  jubfi- 
y  arrangements  have  been  firmed  with  a  view  toflrengthen 
yt principles^  and  render  them  permanent" 

Farther  Extratl* 
1  The  Board  are  well  informed,   that  the  a  d  mini  A  ration 
i  affairs  in  the  Oude  government  depend   entirely  upon 

rot.  xxviii.  3D  "th± 
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i€  the  Minifter ;  that  the  Vizier  himfclf  takes  no  farther  coo- 
.  7*  cern  in  it,  than  to  giVe  thefan&ioa  of  his  name  and  autbfr- 
/  V  rity  to  the  a£ls  or  his  fervants  ;  and  that  fuch  is  his  dif- 
u  inclination  to  every  thing  that  has  the  appearance  of  bo- 
€i  linefs,  that  even  this  formality  is  not  complied  with  on 
<c  his  part  without  relu&ance.  The  Vizier  hirafelf  being 
"  profufe  to  an  extreme,  and  little  folicitous  concerning 
€S  the  mode  of  obtaining  funds  to  fupply  his  habits  of  difli- 
u  pation,  the  Company  muji  rather  look  to  the  Afinificr  than  U 
*c  him,  for  the  punctual  performance  of  his  engagement*  Elr 
"  pofed  as  he  is  to  the  effefts  of  caprice  and  intrigue,  it 
t*  is  impoflible  to  determine  how  long  the  Nabob  Hy<lec 
"  Beg  Khan  may  continue  to  poflefs  the  confidence  (A 
<•  the  Vizier." 

Extra  ft  of  a  letter  from  the  Directors  to  Bengal,  dated  Jpr\l% 

1789,  in  Rply.  >.  \       \ 

"  Having  attentively  perufed  all  the  Minutesy  proceedings 

'u  ami  letters,  referred  to   in  thefe  paragraphs,  and  in  y<3 

"  fubfecjuent  advices  on  the  fubjeQ:  of  the  late   agreemeq 

*c  concluded  by   Lord  Cornwallis  with  the  Vizier,  wt  tfj 

€€  prove  of  the  general  arrangement,  and  of  the  principles* 

%i  which  it  was  formed. — Approved.  j 

"Signed — Henry  Dunoas,       1 

«  W.  W,  Grenville,  \ 

"  MULGRAVE.** 

I  fliould  be.  glad  to  alk  the  right  honourable  gentlem: 
(Mr.  Dundas)  how  he  can  reconcile  his  condud  to  jufli 
I  will  anfwer  for  him ;  he  did  as  all  the  Houfe  did;  he  vi 
the  la  ft  thirteen  articles,  without  reading  one  (ingle  linct 
them.  The  fatt,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  true ;  your  journals  wi 
prove>  that  thofe  artrcles  were  all  palled  four  days  befi 
they  were  printed.  If  there  is  any  one  gentleman  doubts  I 
faft,  let  him.  put  rne  to  the  proof  of  it.  1.  wilh  it  moil  a 
neftly.  This  a£l  difgraced  the  laft  Parliament ;  let  me,  thei 
fore,  implore  gentlemen  to  paufe  a  little,  before,  they  Q 
their  fandtion  to  fuch  abfurdities.  In  the  article  that  I  nfl 
hold' in  .my  .hand,  Mr.  Haftings  is  ft  a  ted  to  be  highly  cri« 
nal,  for  putting  the  whole  power  of  Oude  into  the  handl 
*•  fo  implacable  a  tyrant  as  Hyder  Beg  Khan.**  Yet  has  d 
Minifter,  enjoying  the  fulleft  confidence  and  fupportofLo 
Cornwallis,  remained  at  the  head  of  the  fyfteni  which  i 
Haftings  has  eftablifhed,  and  has  regularly  paid  the  fobfi 
for  five  years  paft ;  and  in  the  laft  year,  when  his  Lordtf 
was  in  great  want  of  money,  he  wrote  to  the  Vizier  and  3 
der  Beg  Khan,  requeftingfome  payments  in  advance. 
Beg  immediately  made  him  a  remittance  of  ten  lacks 
pees. 
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Lord  Cornwall! s  fent.hiro  his  warmeft  acknowledgments 
fcr  fuch  an  aid,  and  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Vizier,  of  which  I 
will  read  you  one  fentence : 

"  June  iytb9  1700. 
"  I  cannot  omit  alfo,  at  this  period,  expreffing  my  fenti- 
^mentsat  the  meafures  of  your  minifter  Hyder  Beg  Khan, 
H  wbofe  conduct  I  confider  as  deferving  of  every  encomium ; 
*  and  in  this  particular  inftance  of  his  exertion,  he  has  cer- 
u  tainly  (hewn  his  attachment  to  the  Company,  and  his  zeal 
u  for  the  prefervation  of  the  happy  intimacy  between  us." 

Let  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  aik  the  Houfe,  if  it  is  confident 
with  its  dignity,  or  with  common  fenfe,  that  this  Minifter 
©faforeign  Pr  nee  (hould  Hand  ftigmatifed  on  our  journals 
is ai\  implacable  tyrant,  while  a  Brit.fh  Governor  is  acknow- 
ledging his  great  attention  to  our  interefts,  and  his  general 
toerits?  Let  mealfo  aik  you,  if  no  reparation  is  due  to  Mr. 
■tilings  for  the  univerfality  of  the  accufation  again  ft  him? 
If  the  article*  were  true,  he  never  in  his  life  a&ed  right,  and 
^ic Indian  and  the  European  world  is  in  an  error.     But  with- 

Et  abandoning  the  truth  and  importance  of  charges,  which 
r  of  us  have  read,  we  now  mean  to  give  up  every  thing, 
Incept  the  cont  rafts:  .and  are  thofe  articles  to  remain  upon 
|Wr  journals,  which  thofe  who  have  read  know  to  beialfe, 
ftnd  which  thofe  who  have  not  read  cannot  know  to  be  true  ? 
iWuit  a  flight  matter  to  call  upon  Mr.  Ha  flings  to  defend 
frflems  at  the  bar  of  a  Court  ofjuftice,  which  had  received 
BtefaUeft  approbation  of  the  King's  Minifters?  Was  it  no 
bjury  to  compel  him  to  defend,  as  if  they  had  been  criminal 
w&h  thofe  plans  by  which  he  added  above  two  millions  an- 
■ttlly  to  the  public  revenue?  Was  it  nothing,  to  do  all  this 
■  the  name  of  the  late  Houfe,  when,  in  point  of  fa 3,  the 
ioiife  knew  nothing  of  the  matter  ? — I  know  not  whether 
keoppreffion  to  Mr.  Haftings,  the  injury  done  to  the  nation, 
fcrthedifgrace  to  the  Houfe,  is  to  be  ranked  the  firft  in  this 
jlrt  of  the  impeachment.  Surely,  Sir,  thefe  are  points 
phich  a  regard  to  your  own  honour,  and  juftice  to  Mr.  Haf- 
hgs,  require  you  to  examine  in  the  firft  inftance.  But 
WJr  the  great  charge  is,  a  wanton  wafte  of  public  money  for 
ttepurpofes.  Without  fatiguing  you  with  a  detail  upon 
i  fubjed,  I  do  affirm,  that  the  peace  eftabtifhment  formed 
I  the  Board  of  Control,  is  above  one  million  fterling  a  year 
'than  the  peace  eftabliftunent  of  any  one  year  of  Mr* 
gs's  adminiftration.  Yet  I  am  not  faying-  that  the  India 
luiifters  made  their  eftabliihments  too  high.  It  is  a  curious 
'  cumftance,  that  this  trial  has  been  protracted  to  fuch  a 
Mgth,  that  we  are  involved  in  a  war  in  India,  before  its 
fofc  But  the  expeiices  of  this  war  are  upon  a  fcale  fo  very 
3  D  2  widely 
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widely  beyond  any  former  expence,  that  I  will  not  venture 

eventoftate  the  difference;  and  I  contend,  that  the  bullock 

contrad,  to  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt) 

alluded,  U  at  Fprt  St.  George  about  15  per  cent,  higher,  under 

all  its  circumftances,  than  that  of  Bengal ;  with  this  addition, 

that  there  are  in  the  Carnatic  army  above  40,000  bullocks; 

whereas  the  number  for  the  whole  Bengal  army  was  6,700, 

though  that  number  was  not  always  fufficient.     I  do  n  >t  fay 

that  money  is  now,  or  was  during  the  laft  war, ^imprudently 

expended ;  but  under  the  queftion  of  discretion,  all  the  points 

which  I  have  mentioned  ought  to  have  a  moft  deliberate  at* 

tention  paid  to  them.     Before  T  fit  down,  I  beg  to  ell  up-n 

a  very  honourable  and  refpectable  fiiend  of  mine,  who  is  (o; 

well  calculated  to  give  his   fentiments  upon  the  fa&s,  am 

prefent  (late  of  Bengal,  and  1  hope,  in  ju Rice  to  all  parties, 

he  will  not  withhold  them. 

Mr.  Lufl*-      Mr.  Lujhington  (Chairman  of  the  Court  of  Directors)  the* 

tngton.    rofe,  and  faid,  that  being  twice  called  upon,  he  felt  it  hi 

duty  to  ftate  what  would  have  come   with  more  propnes 

from  Members  of  the  Board  of  Control.     The   fa&  he  be 

lieved  to  be  true,  that  Bengal  had  /or  many  years  been  in  1 

very  flourifhing  ftate,  and  was  in  a  progreffive  {late  of  im 

provement  in  all  Mr.  Haftings's  admini (1  ration.     It  wa>  ail 

•true,  that  when    Mr.    Haftings  came  to  the  Governmedl 

the  resources  were  little  more  than  three  millions  a  year ;  thi 

when  lie  left  it,  they  were  more  than  five  crores,  an  increa 

of  about  two  millions  a  yenr.     That  the  fyftems  eftaUb/bc 

by  Mr.  Haftings  were  followed  by   I  ord  Cornwallis,  wil 

s         *very  little  variation ;  that  he  thought  it  due  in  juftice  to  Ml 

Haftings  to  declare,  that  whatever  might  have  been  his  i 

tentions  as  to  the  vote  of  the  expediency  or  inexpediency! 

continuing  the  trial ;  yet,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheq* 

having  mentioned  a  particular  faft  of  Mr.  Haftings  havij 

granted  large  allowances,  which  he  di fa pp roved  as  a  Dim 

tor,  he  felt  hirafelf  bound  to  vote  for  the  queftion. 

When  Mr.  Luihington  had  done  fpeaking,  the  queftk 
was  called  for  from  many  parts  of  the  H-ufe,  with  mud 
impatience. 
Mr.  Mr.  Stanley  requefted  the  Speaker  would  indulge  him  wft 

§unlcy.  the  permiffion  of  faying  only  a  few  words,  before  the  qaefttfl 
was  read.  He  would  not,  he  faid,  put  the  patience  of  d 
Houfe  to  a  long  trial ;  he  was  unwilling  to  prolong  a  deba* 
which  fo  many  feemed  fo  defirous  of  feeing  terminated. 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any  difcuflion  on  the  m 
ritsor  demerits  of  the  impeachment;  he  would  keep  cto 
of  all  argument  relating  to  it ;  but  he  could  not  give  a  vd 
40  the  queftion,  as  it  was  worded,  without  making  fomefc 

■  otfJ 
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obfervations.    He  had  come  to  the  Houfe,  with  the  idea  that 
the  plain  queftion  of — whether  it  was  expedient  or  inexpe- 
dient to  continue  the  impeachmer.it  now  pending  againft  War* 
ren  Haftings,  Efq.  was  alone  to  have  been  debated  and  deter? 
mined;  but,  to  his  furprife,  a  queftion  of  a  very   different 
tenor,  of  a  much  more  complicated  nature,  had  been  moved 
for,  and  feconded  ;  it  was   not   whether   the  impeachment 
ftiould   be  continued  or  difcontinued  r  but  whether  the  im- 
peachment ftiould  be  continued  to  only  one   fpecific  charge 
farther,  and  then  the  judgement  of  the  Lords  to  be  called 
for?  Surely,  this  queftion  (unlefs  it  was  founded  on  a  fup- 
pofition  that  the  impeachment  muft,  at  all  events,  be  con- 
tinued, and  no  difcretionary  power  to   be  exeiciied    by    the 
?  Houfe)  involved  two  queftions  together  by  no  means  fimilar; 
and  the  Houfe,  by  one  vote,  were  to  determine,  fir  ft,  that 
'  the  impeachment  ftiould  continue ;  and  fecondly,  that  the 
!  impeachment  ftiould  be  continued  to  only  fuch  a   fpecified 
Jength,  on  fuch  a  fpecified  charge.     Mr.  iJtanley  conceived 
Khat  aqurftion  fo  complicated,  threw  many  Members  into  a 
lingular  difficulty.     Many  might   now  with  to  vote   for  a 
f  continuance  of  the  impeachment,  and  referve  their  opinion    ' 
£©f  the  ftated  time  it  ftiould  ftill  continue,  or  of  what  charge 
For  charges  ftiould  be  brought  forward,  till  another  difculEon 
{l  on  thefe  particular  fubjedts  (very  different   from  the  general 
i^tbbjed  of  expediency  or  inexpediency)  had  taken  place*     An 
•  amendment  to  the  queftion  had  been  moved  for  and  feconded; 
Hrot  this  amendment  by   no  means  tended  to  reduce  the  quef- 
Ifcion  to  a  fair,  uninvolved  ftatement  of  expediency  or  inexpe- 
rdiency  ;  for  although  it  propofed  to  bring  to  a  vote  whether 
frthe  impeachment   Ihould  not  flop  in  its  prefent  ftage,  and 
Hudgement  he   immediately,  called  for,  it  did  not  divide  the 
■queftion;  and  many  might  not  approve  of  either  the  original 
motion,  which  fpecified  how  the   impeachment  was  to  con- 
rtinne,  and  was  fo  worded  as  to  preclude,  if  carried,  all  pof- 
rfible  inquiry  into  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  impeachment,  or  of 
rae  amendment,  which,  if  carried,  would  flop  at  once  all 
p farther  proceedings.     A  ftrange  alternative  thofe  gentlemen 
•were  reduced  to,  who  wifhed  the  impeachment  to  continue; 
^as  it  was  evident  now,  that  the  fate  of  the  whole  queftion 
> Concerning  the  impeachment  would  depend  on  the  decifions 
*f  the  Houfe  on  the  amendment,  or  on  the  original  motion. 
'But  before  the  queftion  was  put,  Mr.  Stanley  afked,  was  it 
not  poffible  to  bring  forward,  uninvolved,  the  plain  queftion 
i  of  expediency  ?  for  he  would  by  no  means  confider  this  quef- 
►tion  involved  in  a   late  decifion  of  the  Houfe,  on  the  fubjeft 
right,  reflecting  the  continuation  of  impeachments  from 
Kit liamctit  to  another.     The   Houfe   had   certainly  not 
Iged  an  opinion  one  wty  or  other  relating  to  the  prefent 

queftion^ 
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queftion,  whatever  fome  gentlemen  might  Wifh  to  perfattb 
or  infinuate  had  been  the  cafe.     This  was  a  new  Parliament* 
not  bound  on  pledge  by  an)*  proceedings  of  the  laii*  oompe-. 
tent  to  exercife  what  difcretionary  power  it  pieafcd.    Mr.S*  1 
had  heard  from  a   right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  t*  ; 
him,  that  the  prefent  houfe  Jhould  confider  the  ads  of  the  J 
lad,  and  remember  the  duties  it  <iad  bequeathed  to  its  fuc* 
reffion  with  that  fame  reverential  awe,  which  a  foo  owestt 
the  dying  mandates  of  a  father. 

Mr.  Stanley  again  exprefted  his  wifli  to  Amplify  the  pm* 
fent  queftion  (which  was  now  clamoroufly  called  for  W\ 
gentlemen  on  both  fides). v   Some  Members  near  Mr.  Sta* 
ley  moved  for  an    amendment.      The   queftion  *had 
read  by  the  Speaker ;  it  was  not  eafy  to  find  any  amending 
that  could  bring  to  iffue  the  plain  queftion,  which 
Members  had  certainly  believed  in  the  beginning  of  the  daj 
was  to  have  been  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe.     Wbi 
Mr.  Stanley  was  hefitatiag  what  amendment  he  could 
fibly  graft  on  the  queftion  to  obtain  his  end, 
^Mr  j^jr  y^7/faid,  he  would  move  the  amendment  he  ui 

derftood  Mr.  Stanley  wiftied  for,  and  immediately  inoT< 
that,  after  the  words  in  the  queftion,  "  in  confideration < 
"  the  length  of  time  which  has  already  elapfed  {iiKecatr* 
4C  ing  on  the  impeachment  impending  again  ft  Warren  Hattj 
"  ings,  Efq;"  it  be  added,  "  the  Houfe  oj  Commons  da  rcfifa 
u  to  proceed  no  farther  ont  is  bufiaefi" 

Mr.  JekylPs  motion  was  feconded. 

On  which  Mr.  Stanley  explained.  He  begged  pardon  iq 
having  fa  id  he  would  move  for  an  amendment,  and  for 
having  been  able  to  propofe  fuch  a  one  as  he  thought  wool 
anfwer  the  required  purpofe.  One  had  been  moved  fa 
and  feconded ;  and  by  the  manner  it  had  been  moved,  m; 
might  fufpeiSr.  it  was  fuch  as  he  had  intended  pro[ 
but  Mr.  Stanley  was  anxious  lea  ft  his  opinion  concei 
the  impeachment  fhould  be  mifiaken ;  he  did  *not  with 
he  confidered  as  agreeing  vviih  the  mover  of  the  laft  ai 
merit.  Tn  his  fentiments,  that  the  impeachment 
proceed  no  farther,  Mr.  Stanley  did  wifli  the  impeach 
to  continue,  and  rxafily  in  the  fame  manner  the  honouril 
gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  who  had  moved  the  qued" 
had  ftated  it  ought  to  continue.  Both  the  reafons  al" 
by  that  right  honourable  Member,  and  thofe  alhrdged  hj 
other  right  honourable  gentleman  on  the  bench  below " 
had  appeared  fatisfadtory  to  him.  This  was  not  the 
in  which  he  differed  from  them,  or  this  the  reafonwby 
now  appeared  an  oppofer  to  the  motion  which  jkty 
thoQght  fo  proper  ;  it  was  on  account  of  the  complicated 
ture  of  the  motion  he  ohje&ed  to -it;  it  took  away  from 

,  Hi 
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Hoofe,  he  thought,  the  exercife  of  its  difcretionary  power, 
and  precluded  all  farther  debate  on  the  (late  of  the  impeach- 
ment, which  any  queftion  that  Vad  only  brought  to  an  iffue 
tkc  opinions  of  different  Members  on  the  expediency  or  in- 
expediency of  continuing  the  impeachment,  would  not  have 
done. 

The  queftion  was  now  called  for  fo  loudly,  that  we  could 
sot  hear  the  honourable  gentleman ;  when, 

The  Speaiir  interrupted  Mr,  Stanley,  by  telling  him  he 

'Would  exprefs  his  opinion  by  voting  againft  Mr.  JekylFs 

amendment,  and  though  not  the  amendment  he,  Mr.  Stan- 

>ky,  intended  to  have  made,    anfwered  the  fame  end,   by 

bringing  the  Houfe  to  a  decifion  on  the  plain  uninvolved 

ffoeftioa. 

>  Mr.  Sumner  wifhed  that  the  queftion  of  adjournment 
might  be  moved,  in  order  to  make  the  consideration  of  the 
tmendments  propofed*  the'  fobje&  of  a  feparate  day's  dif- 


*  The  Speaker  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  if  the  queftion  of 
Sojournment  were  moved,  it  would  fupcrfede  every  other 
JBotion. 

•  Mr.  Sumner  thereupon  moved  it ;  when  the  ftrangers  were 
iiiwfted  to  withdraw. 

The  Houfe  then  divided. 

Ayes,  for  the  adjournment,  26. — Noes  23;. 
The  Houfe  next  divided  on  Mr.  Jekyll's  amendment; 
Ayes  54. — Noes  194. 
\  They  immediately  afterwards   divided  on  Mr.   Ryder's 
Amendment; 

Ayes  79.— Noes  161. 
The  original  queftibn  was  then  put  and  carried,  and  alia 
t  motion  for  the  appointment  of  Managers,  when  the  former 

C  nominated.     A  meffage  was  ordered  to  be  fent  to  the 
feof  Lords,  informing  their  Lordfhips  that  the  Com- 
mons were  ready  to  go  on.     The  Houfe  rofe  between  one 
ktf  two  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
•No  debate  occurred  till 

[  ffednefday,  16th  February. 

Mr.  Popbam  rofe,  and  moved,  that  the  bill  for  explain* 
;  and  amending  the  Poor  Laws,  which  he  had  introduced 
the  recefs,  might  be  read  a  fecond  time,  and  at  the 
tirne  he  gave  notice,  that  his  intention  was  to  move 
it  be  committed  for  Wednefday  next,  unlefs  gentlemen 
1  for  any  other  day,  in  which  cafe  he  would  endeavour 
» accommodate  them. 

i  The  bill  was  read  a  fecond  time,  and  on  the  queftion  be* 
k  put,  "  that  the  bill  be  committed/    , 

Mr. 
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Mr.Bakcr  Mr.  Baker  rofe  and  (aid,  he  was  forrv  the  hbnoarabfcanil 
learned  gentleman  had  brought  on  the  bill  in  fa  thin  a  Hoafej 
The  bill  appeared  to  him  te  be  a  bill  of  confiderable  import* 
ance,  and  he  thought  it  called  for  ferious  attention,  ft, 
would  not,  Mr.  Baker  (aid,  divide  the  Houfe  upon  it  the 
but  he  hoped  gentlemen  would  look  to  it  carefully  when 
fhould  be  before  a  Committee. 
^Mr.  Mr.  Popham  rofe  again  and  faid,  the  bill  was  of  that 

Popham    ture,  that  it  could  not  fo  properly  bedifcefled  in  any 

ftage  as  a  Committee,  becaufe  it  had  no  general  prinri] 
but  confifted  of  a  variety  of  regulations  for  thebetterp 
viding  for  the  poor,  the  relief  of  parishes  from  the  burthg 
they  at  prefent  laboured  under  oo  account  of  their 
tenance,  and  for  the  greater  encouragement  of  in 
fince  the  fpirit  of  idlcnels  that  generally  obtained  at  prefc 
efpecially  among  the  lower  orders  of  the  people,  was  el 
the  caufe  to  which  the  increafeof  paupers  was  to  be  aft 
Mr.  Popham  faid  he  thought  it  right  to  declare  then 
had  him  felt  many  alterations  to  propofe  in  the  Commit! 
Jo  that  the  bill  would  come  out  of  it  a  very  different 4 
Upon  the  report,  gentlemen  would  fee  what  it  was, 
might  either  difcufs  it  then,  or  at  the  fubfequent  ft 
when  it  came  to  be  pafled.  If  any  of  the  regulation! 
fhould  be  found  to  contain,  fhould  not  meet  with  gw 
men's  approbation,  he  would  not  infift  upon  them, 
was  but  one  of  tlie  community,  and  had  no  more  inte 
the  bill  than  any  other  gentleman  in  the  Houfe.  Mr»F 
ham  repeated  his  declaration,  that  no  general  principle* 
vaded  the  bill,  although  it  might  be  faid,  that  fomeof 
regulations  were  founded  on  a  particular  principle. 
Mr-  kjr-  y^//faid,  he  fhould  at  all  times  be  inclined  to 

Jekyll.  wflat  came  from  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
great  refpefl,  in  common  with  the  reft  of  the  Houfe,  ' 
rauft  fo  far  differ  from  him  as  to  declare,  thought  he  tl 
the  bill  had  an  evident  principle,  fince  it  tended  to  e 
innovation  of  the  whole  fyftem  of  our  Poor  Laws. 
Jekyll  laid,  he  was  aware*  that  if  the  bill  were  to 
cuff  d,  in  order  to  pafs  it,  it  muft  be  before  the  end  of 
next  week,  fince  after  that  time  the  gentlemen  of  the 
feflibn  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong,  would  b£ 
able  to  attend  the  Houfe ;  and  when  a  bill  of  fo  itoj 
nature,  containing  fo  much  new  matter,  upon  a  very  i 
ing  fuhjedl,  fhould  come  under  difcuffion,  it  might  ni 
be  wiihed,  that  the  Houfe  fhould  have  the  attendance 
long  robe. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  committed  ;  and  on  the 
fat  fending  it -to  a  Committee  above  flairs, 
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I    Sir  Martin  F$,lks  faid,  as  the  bill  gave  powers  to  punifh  Sir  Mania 
kugiftrates,  be  hoped  it  would  be  fubmitted  to  a  Committee   Folket  • 
mi  the  whole  Houfe. 
I  It  was  however  committed  to  a  Select  Committee,  all  pre- 

ent  to  have  voices. 
Mr.  Dundas  gave  notice  of  forne  proportions  which  he 

neant  to  make  relative  to  the  pay  of  the  European  force  kept 

rp  in  the  Eaft- Indies,  but  faid  he  would  not  enter  into  the 

etail  till  to-morrow.  -    • 

TburJXqy,  17/A  February. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  gave  notice,  that  next  Thurfday,  it 
raj  his  intention  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 
ettlement  of  a  Constitution  of  Canada. 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  alfo  gave  notice,  that  to-morrovc 
*imight  he  would  bring  before  the  Houfe,  a  queftion  on  the 
tefcrimed  dividends. 

Mr.  Francis  gave  notice,  that  he  would  on  Wednefday 
ring  forward  a  motion  relative  to  the  war  in  India. 
He  then  moved— That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe 
copies  of  the  letters  from  Earl  Cornwall  is,  Governor-Ge- 
neral in  Council  of  Bengal  to  the  Prefidency  of  Fort  Saint 
George,  under  date  the.  29th  of  Augufi,  9th  of  Septem- 
ber, 1  ?th  of  November,  17899  or  of  fuch  paragraphs 
thereof  as  contain  any  orders  or  inftru&ions  to  that  Pre- 
fiilency  relative  to  the  matters  in  difpute  between  Tippoo 
Saltan  and  the  Rajah  of  Travancore." 
Mr.  Morton  from' the  Eaft-India  Company  attending,  was 
1  io  and  delivered, 

A  copy  of  the  treaties  by  Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  the 
Nabob  otArcot,  and  the  Rajah  of  Tanjore,  and  the  fub- 
fequent  proceedings  thereon,"— and  alfo, 
94  Copies  of  the  correspondence  between  the  government 
of  Bengal  and  Madrafs,  and  the  Nabob  of  Arcot  and  thfe 
Rajah  of  Tanjore  relative,  to  the  government  of  Madra*, 
ivtng  affiiiwed  the  management  of  the  revenues  of  the 
uarnatfC  and  Tanjore." 
rhe  titles  were  read,  and  the  papers  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
fc.  j 

At.  Baftard  meted  that  they  ftiould  be  printed.  J 

rhe  Speaker  Was  putting  the  queftion,  when  * 

iffr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved  that  the  expence  of  print"  J 

fuch  vohtminoas  papers  would  be  very  considerable,  and  ] 

rfs  feme  reafon  was  affigfted  for  it,  he  ibould  oppofe  the 
ion.  .^ 

Mr.  Bafiard  faid  he  would  not  prefs  the  printing  of  them,   ^**^ 
key  were  open  to  the  infpeAion  of  all  the  Members,  and        " 

3  JE  would 
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would  prove  that  all  he  had  faid  on  Monday  of  all  their  can* 

tents  was  perfectly  correct. 

Major        Major  Scott  faid  the  papers  appeared  to  him  to  be  (b  ktyj 

Scott     portant,  that  when  the  Members  returned  from  the  Lariil 

he  would  move  for  their  being  printed.  J 

Mr.  Mr.  Dundas  rofe  agreeable  to  his  notice,  to  call  the  m 

Dundas.  tention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  fubje£fc  of  a  motion  relative ■ 

the  number  of  European  forces,  as  well  the  Company's  J 

his  Majefty's  troops  on  fervice  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  * 

with  moving  that  the  28th  of  the  prefent  King  might 

read. 

The  material  claufes  of  the  faid  adl  having  beep'read, 
Dundas  reminded  the  Houfe  that  it  was  limited  by 
that  not  more  than  eight  thoufand  and  odd  of  his  Maj 
troops  fliould  be  employed  in  India,  and  not  more 
,  twelve  thoufand  and  odd  of  European  troops  in  the  femofi 
the  Eaft  India  Company.  What  he  meant,  therefore,  to 
pftfe  by  the  motion  he  fhould  make  before  he  fat  da 
would  be,  a  large  addition  of  European  force,  but  at  * 
ex  pence  than  the  prefent  eftablifhment.  In  order  to  e; 
this  more  fully,  he  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  during 
late  war,  two  Hanoverian  regiments  had  been  fent 
India,  which  being  paid  by  the  Eaft  India  Company*  ! 
ftated  and  confidered  as  a  part  of  the  twelve  thoufand 
odd  in  the  Company's  fervice.  Mr.  Dundas  faid  the 
would  recoiled,  that  he  had  hinted  on  the  day  when 
was  commonly  terfned  the  Indian  budget  was  opened, 
there  were  profpe&s  of  reducing  the  eftabliftiment  ofEfl 
pean  force  in  India,  and  necefEirily  of  diminifhing  thtfj 
pence.  With  this  view,  in  June  laft,  he  faid,  the  ** 
miffioners  for  the  management  of  Indian  affairs,  had  feat 
an  order  to  recall  the  two  Hanoverian  regiments,  but 
order  had  fince  been  fufpended  in  confequence  of  the 
tation  of  a  war  with  Spain.  The  proportion  he  meant 
to  make  was,  to  fend  out  an  addition  of  artillery  amping 
only  to  between  two  and  three  hundred  men.  This  1 
forcement,  he  faid,  had  been  repeatedly  recommended, 
JLord  Cornwallis  as  eflentially  neceflajy.  At  /the  fame 
he  was  free  to  confefs,  that  if  the  war  ftioujd  not  happa 
be  concluded  as  foon  as  our  officers  ferving  in  India  fee 
to  think  they  had  reafon  to  expedfc,  that  fuch  a  fleeter 
ditlon  would  prove,  but  little  ferviceable  for  the  putpoftg 
war,  being  calculated  for  garrifon  duty,  when  the  arm* 
on  a  peace  eftablifhment.  The  next  addition  he  ihomi 
pofe,  would  be  ninety  privates  to  our  cavalry  in  I0^3*- 
no  one  he  conceived  would  object  to  an  addition  of  fifij 
men  to  each  company  o£  that  moft .  ufeful  defcriptkw. 
troops  now  ferving  at  Madras,  Bengal,  &c.    The  thirdly 

pofitl 
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pofition  he  had  to  offer,  was  of  fifteen  hundred  privates  to 
the  regiments  of  foot  on  the  Madras  eftablifhment,  under 
General  Meadows,  about  two  hundred  and  twenty  to  thofe 
in  Bengal,  and  a  few  to  Bombay,  making  in  all,  (including  N 

thecorps  of  artillery,  and  the  ninety  cavalry,  already  flated), 
m  a  dition  of  two  thoufand  three  hundred  men.  Mr.  Dun- 
fa*  during  the  detail  flated,  that  the  addition  to  the  artillery 
jras  not  meant  to  confift  of  raw  recruits,  but  of  men  fit  for 
trvicc,  and  in  every  refpedr.  as  compleat  as  any  in  the  pay 
"f  this  country  either  at  home  or  elfewhere.  To  the  ninety 
avatry,  he  (aid,  there  would  be  only  an  addition  of  fix 
tftaltern  officers,  and  to  the  feinforcements  of  foot  no  one  ad- 
fitional  officer.  He  explained  this  by  bating,  that  at  pre- 
m  the  complement  of  the  regiments  of  foot  in  India  was 
Iven  hundred  and  fifty  privates;  that  different  opinions  as 
i  the  aaoft  proper  number  of  which  a  regiment  fhould  con- 
Ift,  had  been  and  ftill  were  entertained  by  different  officers  N 
F  acknowledged  experience;  that  fc>me  thought  each  regi- 
jfcnt  fhould  confift  of  one  thoufand  men,  others  of  more, 
I  others  of  lefs ;  that  opinions  fo  oppofite  coming  from 
len  cf  the  military *profeflion,  rendered  it  extremely 
"cult  to  make  up  his  mind.  Had  officers  of  the  de- 
btbn,  to  which  he  alluded,  concurred  in  opinion,  not 
cr£0!ng  himfelf  to  be  equally  able  to  judge  with  them  upon 
he  fubje£i,  he  fhould  have  held  it  his  duty  to  fubferibe  to 
heir  opinion,  and  to  have  come  forward  to  the  Houfe  with 
propofition  fhaped  accordingly  ;  but  as  the  faft  was,  that 
kh  a  difference  of  fen ti mem  on  the  fubject  did  exift,  he 
ii  hirafelf  entitled  to  look  at  the  matter  in  another  point 
f  view,  and  to  confider  which  mode  was  moft  likely  to 
fcwe  expence,  without  injury  to  the  fervice^  He  had  there- 
:  adopted  the  idea  of  adding  two  hundred  and  fifty  men 
eray  regiment,  and  increafing  each  to  one  thoufand ; 
!  having  a  regiment  with  a  greater  number  of  privates  be- 
J  unitrerfally  admitted  to  be  more  ceconomical  for  an  army, 
*n  to  break  the  force  into  corps  lefs  in  number,  which  ne- 
rfCirlly  would  require  an  additional  number  of  officers. 
riicfe  additions  that  h*  had  flated,  Mr.  Dundas  faid,  were 
b  ftand  in  place  of  the  two  regiments  of  Hanoverians, 
$tn  having  been  already  fent  out  for  the  recall  of  thofe  two 
egiments.  With  regard  to  the  expence,  Mr.  Dundas  faid 
t  had  canfed  an  eftimate  of  the  charge  of  the  Hanoverian 
ig*mcots  to  be  made  on  two  grounds;  one  with  a  view  to 
Je  expence  of  them  in  garrifon,  the  other  when  ferving  in 
be  6eld ;  and  he  ftated*  the  amount  of  each  to  the  Houfe, 
:  ling  it  with  the  expence  of  the  additional  number  of 
Mtifh  troops  novf  prbpofed.  ,  From  thefe  eft  i  mates  it  ap- 
weo,  that  the  whole  intended  addition  would  amount  to 
3  E  z  upwards 
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upwards  of  throe  pounds  fterling  lefs,  than  the  Hanoverian 
regiments  coft  at  prefent;  he  trufted  therefore  that  he  had 
ipade  out  what  be  had  faid,  when  he  rofe,  viz.fhat  the 
propofition  he  had  to  offer,  would  be  for  a  large  addition  of 
European  force  in  the  Eaft-Indiesy  but  at  a  lefc  expence  than 
our  prefent  eftablilhment  there*     Mr.  Dondas  faid  his  wi(h 
undoubtedly  mpft  be  to  have  propofed  a  redu&ioa  and  a 
faving,    rather  than  a  fubftitute.  of  the  Hanoverian  regjh 
xnents;  but  whan  it  was  considered  fbat  the  propofition 
came  forward  on  the  repeated  recommendation  of  fo  high  an 
authority  as  that  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  and  when  the  prefent 
ftate  of  affairs  in  India  were  alfo  confidered,  he  trufted  that 
there  could  be  no  obje&ion  to  the  motion.     He  concluded 
with  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  "  A  Bill  to  explain  and  i 
"  amend  an  Ad  for  removing  any  dvubt  refpedting  the 
«*  power  of  the  CommiiSoners  for  the  affairs  in  India,  rfr  \ 
€t  lative  to  the  effpence  of  railing,  tranfperting,  and  main*, 
"  taining  the  troops  judged  necefiary  for  the  fecurity  of  tbtj 
<*  Britjfti  territories  in  the  Eaft  Indies."  J 

Mr.  Mr.  Francis  {aid,  as  the  matter  would  come  under  ditJ 

Francis,  cuflion  on  a  future  day,  he  '  fhouly!  have  an  opportunity 
ftating  whatever  might  occur  to  his  mind  on  the  fi '  * 
At  prefent  there  was  only  one  observation  that  ftrock  hii 
as  neceflary  to  be  made.  If  he  underftood  the  right  honon 
able  and  learned  gentleman  corre&Iy,  the  propofed  addii 
onal  force  was  to  confift  of  Britifti  troops  to  be  placed 
the  room  of  the  two  Hanoverian  regiments  to  be  recalled  * 
upon  that  a  qu  eft  ion  of  policy  arofe  exceedingly  materia)  t 
be  considered,  and  that  was,  how  far  k  wa$  wife  to  drai 
thi,s  country  of  Britifh  forces  in  order  to  fend  them  to  Indi* 
If  he  recollected  the  matter,  a  very  different  policy  wa$  \$f 
lifted  on  when  the  Hanpverian  regiments  had  been  fent  art 
l^r#  Mr.  Dundas  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman  had  urate* 

Dundw.  ^°°d  mm  exafllj,  but  he  muft  know  much  better  thanh 
did,  that  the  policy  of  fending  out  German  troops  at* all  Vk 
India  had  been  much  difputed;  and  another  thing  the  to? 
riourable  gentleman  l^ould  recoiled,  which  was,  that  A 
fending  out  the  Hanoverian  regiments  had  not  been  a  matt! 
of  choice,  but  of  neceffity.  When  they  were  fent  out,  tWj 
country  had  been  engaged  in  an  extenuve  foreign  war,  a** 
the  Britifh  forces  were  adually  required  for  fervice  in  d$ 
*  ferent  parts  of  the  globe,  fp  that  unlefs  German  troop*  M 
been  fent  to  India,  we. could  have  fent  none,  although-^ 
war  raged  in  that  part  <*f  the  Britifh  Empire  taa  very  gre« 
and  alarming  degrees ;  we  were  therefore*  as.  it  wercv  && 
pelled  to  adopt  the  meafure  that  had  been-  taken.  Theb» 
nourable  gentleman  muft  alfo  know  that  the  Hanoverian** 
gim^nts  in  queftioji,  ferved  iqladia  under  a contia&entei* 
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into  between  the  Eaft  India  Company  and  the  Ele&pr  of 
Hanover,  which  contract  was  expired,  and  the  Eaft  India 
Company  did  not  chufe  to  renew  it,  probably  thinking  that 
they  could  flrengthen  their  force  at  a  lefs  expence,  and  yet 
witn  more  efFe&. 
Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

Major  Scott  faid,  he  rate  to  move  that  the  papers  prefented  Maj.  Stotf 
1  the  India  Houfe  might  be  printed*  They  were  .dread y 
j  the  Houfe,.  and  their  printing  was  a  matter  of  general 
nveniency ;  the  Houfe,  it  was  true,  had  determined  to  go 
on  with  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Raftings,  but  by  that  re- 
fahlion  it  did  not  ftrike  him  that  they  were  precluded  from 
iscoofidering  the  fubjeft  on  farther  information,  and  there* 
fore  if  ihe  fubjeel  was  not  to  be  regarded  as  wholly  gone  by, 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  it  on  a  future 
1 

Ir.  Dundai  in  reply  hid,  with  regard  to  tlie  papers  now  Mr, 
the  iccoiid  time  moved  to  be  printed,  he  had  not  under-  Duadi*. 
that  any  particular  directions  had  been  given  at  the 
dia  Houfe  to  expedite  them  and  have  them  ready  to  be  prc- 
nted  as  laft  Monday;  on  the  contrary,  he  Ixelieved  Wed- 
'*iy  was  the  day  on  which  it  was  expected  they  would 
\\  and  Wed ne Way  was  in  fail  the  day  after  which  they 
come;  it  appeared  therefore*  that  the  only  wifh  had 
en  to  ground  a  motion  for  the  interruption  and  delay  of 
":  Monday's  bufinels,  on  the  pfea,  that  the  papers  were 
:  then  on  the  taUe.  If  the  honourable  gentleman  ieri- 
ifly  meant  to  impeach  the  conduct  of  the  Board  of  Con* 
ill.  of  the  Co  nrt  of  I  ^ire^ors,  or  the  Government  of  India, 
her  at  home  or  abroad,  Mr.  Dundas  declared  he  would  not 
]y  fecond  his  motion,  hut  produce  every  paper  that  could 
Itbly  be  defired;  but  if  he  meant  merely  to  embarrafa  the 
|refs  of  the  impeachment,  by  bringing  cjueftions  upon 
it  fubjeft  under  difcumon  in  the  Houfe,  after  the  Houle  in  - 
!  character  of  acc&fers  had  again  fern  that  impeachment  up 
the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  he  held  it  tu  he  irregular, 
la  moil  improper  moi!e  of  proceeding,  and  therefore*  on 
:  ground  he  would  refift  the  production  or  printing  of  any 
ers  whatever*  Nothing  that  appeared  in  the  papers  then 
Bpon  the  table,  occuned  to  him  to  be  in  the  frnalleft  degree 
pplicable  to  the  impeachment ;  but  if  Mr*  Haftings  had  any 
aion  to  think  he  could  derive  advantage  from  any  thing 
Intained  in  thofe  papers,  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  bring 
forward  in  another  place,  where  he  might  have  the  full 
benefit  of  their  contents* 

L,  Major  Stott  rofe  immediately,  in  order  to  reply,  as  he  faid,  Maj.  Scott 
to  fome  extraordinary  a  fit  it  ions  that  had    fallen  from  the 
light  honourable  gentleman.     la  the  firft  place  he  declared 
I  upon 
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upon  his  honour,  that  fo  anxious  and  eager  was  he  to  get 
the  papers  before  the  Houfe  on  Monday,  that  in  lefs  than 
half  an  hour  after  he  parted  with  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Dundas)  on  the  day  the  motion  was  made,  he 
fent  a  note  to  the  India  Hoirfe,  earneftly  defi  ring  that  the 
papers  might  he  copied  wiih  the  utmoft  expedition  in  order 
to  be  ready  on  Monday.  This  he  did,  becaufe  from  the 
contents  of  them,  he  thought  they  would  be  of  the  utmoft 
importance  in  the  difcuffion  of  what  he  conceived,  was  to 
have  been,  by  a  folemn  promife,  the  queftion  of  that  day, 
namely,  the  queftion  of  difcretion.  The  honourable  gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Baftard)  had  on  that  day,  moft  truly  ftated 
the  general  contents  of  thofe  papers,  a  faft  of  which  every 
gentleman,  bv  perufing  the  papers,  might  be  fatisfied.  The 
truth  of  the  Itatement  was  exprefsly  denied  by  the  right  ho* 
nourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  and  when  the  honourable 
gentleman,  (Mr.  Bnftard)not  only  repeated  thefa£r,  but  pledg* 

,  edhirufelf  to  the  Houfe  and  the  public  for  the  truth  of  it;  he 
was  told  in  plain  terms,  that  he  had  been  mi  fled  and  unin- 
formed, that  it  was  a  pledge  he  never  could  redeem ;  herfr 
then  the  fa£r  was  at  iflue :  the  proof  was  on  the  table,  it 
was  open  to  the  perufal  of  every  gentleman;  and,  the  Major 
faid,  that  he  had  every  reafon  to  believe  that  the  honourable 
gentleman,  (Mr.  Baftard)  was,  well  founded,  and  flriflly' 
correct  in  every  word  he  had  uttered.  The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  faid,  he  would  confent  to  the  papers 
being  printed,  if  a  charge  was  to  be  made  againft  the  Board 
of  Controul,  the  Directors,  or  the  Governments  in  India— 
fuch  an  idea  the  Major  faid,  had  never  for  a  moment  en- 
tered into  his  head ;  all  he  wanted  to  prove  was,  a  fafi% 
eftablifhed  bryond  difpute,  and  which  the  world  knewW 
be  true,  that  in  the  prefent  exigency  of  the  Company's  aftirt 
'  in  India,  the  Government  there  had  taken  a  ftep  infinitely 
ftronger  than  any  one  of  thofe  meafures  for  which  Mr.  H»l- 

.  tings  had  been  impeached  ;  fuch  was  the  aflertton  of  the 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Baftard)  on  Monday  night. 
The  affertion  was  in  the  moft  folemn  manner  denied  by  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  who  affirmed  that  the  pledge 
given  never  couhi  be  redeemed,  although  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman,  (Mr.  Dundas)  now  by  his  filence  confeffed, 
that  in  his  ftatement,  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.Baftard) 
was  well  warranted  in  every  word  he  had  uttered.  The  Ma- 
jor faid,  he  fliould  not  prefs  the  printing  the  papers,  fo« 
every  member  might  now  perufe  them,  and  no  doubts  coold 
he  afcertained  of  the  fa&  being  as  Mr.  Baftard  had  ftated  it* 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  underftood  the  queftion  of  Difcretion 
had  been  brought  forward  laft  Monday ;  nay  more,  he 
thought  it  had  then  been  debated  by  the  honourable  gentle* 
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nun  hinafelf.  Mr.  Fox  add^wthat  if  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman and  his  friends  imag  •  that  what  they  wanted  td 
raifeadoubt  upon  or  a  deba  %  V^~  fo  clear  that  it  was  im- 
poflible  he  could  not  but  thi  .«v  1^  be  again  called  upon  to 
refute  what  they  had  neglected  to  urge,  .if  they  imagined  it 
could  have  been  urged,  when  the  fit  occalion  was  in  their 
power,  was  rather  hard  and  unreasonable. 

Mr,  Bqftard  (aid,  he  had  made  a  fimilar  motion  before, 
bot  it  had  been  refilled ;  that  he  had  on  Monday  laft  avowed 
that  bis  purpofe  was,    that  the  Houfe,   before  they   pro- 
nounced on  the  queftion  of  proceeding  with  the  impeach- 
ment, might  fee  that  Lord  Cornwallis  and  General  Meadows 
j  were  acting  in  the  very  fame  manner  now,  as  Mr,  Haftings 
had  done  in  a  time  of  war,  for  which  conduct  Mr.  Haftings 
bad  been  impeached  ;  but  in  doing  this,  he  had  never  meant 
to  impute   criminality    either  to    the  Board  of  Controul, 
;. Lord  Cornwallis,  or  General  Meadows;  he  had,  on  thecon- 
$trary  exprefsly  ftated  that  he  had  no  fuch  intention  ;  all  he 
I  wanted  was,  that  fo  ftriking  a  circumftance  fhould  be  known. 
|As  the  Houfe  had  refolved  to  go  t>n  with  the  impeachment, 
lie  thought  the  occafion  gone  by,  and  when  he  had  early 
Jlhat  day  moved  for  the  printing  the  papers,  he  only  wiflieJ 
(that  the  whole  might  be  fairly  before  the  public. 
.     Mr.  Dundas  moved  the  queftion  of  adjournment,  and  the 
\ Houfe  adjourned  accordingly* 

Friday  1  \%th  February. 

ft    Mr.  Loveden  gave  notice  that  he  would  on  Monday  next, 
pake  a  motion  relative  to  the  unclaimed  dividends. 
^    Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  he  had  already  given  notice  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
*it  intention  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  upon  the 
je&  of  the  unclaimed  dividends  next  Friday.     He  wifhed 
fore  that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  open  the  na- 
of  his  intended  motion. 
Mr.  Loveden  faid,  he  had  not  the  final  left  objection  to      Mr. 
ate  the  kind  of  motion  he  meant  to  bring  forward;  it  was  Lovcdtn. 
imove  for  a  lift  of  the  ftockholders  entitled  to  unclaimed 
vidends,  upon  the  ground  of  argument  that  he  had  held 
rfbre  the  holidays. 
Adjourned. 

Monday y  21JI  February. 

Sir  Charles  Bunbury  moved,  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
oufe,  u  Copies  or  extracts  of  all  letters  or  papers  received  * 
from  Governor  Philips,  giving  an  account  of  the  nature 
and  fertility  of  the  land  in  and  adjoining  to  any  fettle* 
ment  in  New  South  Wales,  and  in  Norfolk  Ifland ;  and  of 
the  probability  there  is  of  raifing  any,  and  what  provifions 

u  thereon 


! 


4*>  PARLIAn^  JITARY         A.  1791. 

*  thereon ;  and  of  the  etb^'yipent  and  behariour  of  the 
"  convifts  which  have  been  fent  there^ 
Colonel        Colonel  TarUtott>  in  a  well-arranged  fpeech,  argued  the 
Tarlcton.  neccfEty  of  government  paying  ferious  attention  to  the  ftale 
of  the  colony  in  New  South  Wales.    The  Colonel  ftated, 
that  the  idea  of  fending  out  convi&s  under  fentence  oftrant* 
portation   to  New  South  Wales  originated  in  1786;  thai 
about  that  period  his  Majefty's  IVf  inifters  found  it  difficult  to 
deliver    the  jails  of  the  convi&s  with  which  they  wen 
crowded ;  that  it  was  undoubtedly  a  wife  and  beneficial  ac- 
tion to  feparate  the  bad  part  of  the  community  froroth 
good>  but  that  the  future  profpei&s  of  our  fettiements,  mi 
of  our  colonies,  were  material  obje&s  for  the  conGderatiil 
of  that  Houfe;  that  in  1787  (hips  failed  with  the  convift 
on   board,  and  a  detachment  of  troops,  and  perfons  prop! 
for  the  protection  and  civil  government  of  the  colony ;  til 
as  they  had  been  abfent  fr->m  their  native  country  (•  loqj 
every  principle  of  humanity  and  juftice  required  that  eaj 
fhould  be  taken  to  enquire  how  far  the  colony  was  in  ail" 
of  fecurity  in  refpe<3  of  fupply  of  provilions  and  other 
ceflary  articles;  how  far  it  was  capable  of  affbrdinj 
means  of  fupport  in  future,  and  whether  it  was  ex[ 
and  good  policy,  to  continue  to  fend  more  perfons  to 
South  Wales  or  not.     In  order  to  (hew  the  ftare  of  the 
lony  when  the  laft  information  came  from  New  Sooth  Wi 
the  Colonel  read  two  long  extracts  of  letters  received  ft 
officers  who  had  accompanied  the  garrifon  for  the  protefl 
of  the  colony;  from  thefe  extracts   it  appeared,  that 
writers,  who  had  on  firft  going  out  entertained  fangoine 
pedions  of  the  ifland's  producing  every  thing  neceflkry 
their  fupport,  found  it  not  fufficientty  fertile  to  be  eapi 
by  any  efforts  of  cultivation,  to  raife  grain  enough to  fag 
the  colony,  that  they  were  obliged  to  depend  entire!/ 
i'uftenance  on  proiufions  imported  for  their  relief,  that 
allowance  to  officers  weekly,   was  no  more  than  twopoB 
of  pork,  which  had  been  falted  more  than   four  years, 
pounds  and  a  half  of  flower,  one  quart  of  rice,  and  one 
of  peas ;  that  notwithftanding  this  fcanty  ration,  they 
not  more  than  eight  weeks  provifions  remaining  whel 
letter  was  written,  that  the  Sirius,  in  which  Governor1- 
lip  had  thought  it  adviieable  to  tranfport  a  certain  MM 
of  convicts  and  troops  to  colonize  a  neighbouring  iflaaJ 
unfortunately  been  wrecked,  and  that  being  under  the 
rid  profpeft  of  perifhing  by  famine  unlefs  timely  reft 
the  Governor  had  difpatched  a  (mall  veflel  to  Batarta' 
orders  to  purohafe  a  large  fiitp  there  and  freight  it  withM 
vifions  and  neceflaries  for  their  relief.    The  writers  Mfl 


phatical  terms  lamented  the  deplorable  profpe&  before! 
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cat  off  as  they  were  from  all  their  relations  and  friends,  and 
perfe&Iy  ignorant  of  every  thing  that  had  pafled  in  Europe 
fince  the  year  1788.  Alter  having  gone  through  both  ex- 
tracts, the  Colonel  faid,  he  could  vouch  for  the  authenticity 
of  the  papers  which  he  had  produced,  and  confequently  for 
the  truth  of  thp  fa£h  flared  in  them.  It  muft  therefore,  he 
obferved,  feem  extraordinary  if  his  Majefty's  Miniflers  fhould 
fend  out  more  of  the  fubjefls  of  this  country  to  a  place 
which,  from  what  he  had  read  to  the  Houfe,  appeared  to  be 
every  way  fo  unfit  for  colonization.  It  might,  he  faid,  be 
expedient  to  try  the  experiment  in  1788,  but  to  repeat  it  now, 
militated  againft  every  principle  of  humanity  and  juftice. 
The  motion  of  Sir  Charles  Bunbury  was  put  and  agreed  to* 
Mr*  Francis  rofe  merely  to  fay,  that  the  motion  which  he 
M  1  ift  week  given  notice  that  he  fhould  make  upon  the 
Eaft  India  papers  next  Wednefday,  would  not  be  made  be- 
fore R  londay  next. 

Mr.  Dundas  having  moved  that  the  bill  to  remove  doubts 
ftfpe&ing  troops  fent  to  the  Eaft-Indies,  be  read  a  fecond 

Mr.  Francis  faid,  he  would  not  then  go  into  the  policy  vMr\ 
of  the  queftion  how  far  it  was  wife  and  expedient  to  recall  Frtnci8# 
bom  India  German  troops,  which  had  been  employed  there 
fur  the  defence  and  protedtion  of  our  poffeffions,  and  to  replace 
Ihem  with  Britifli  forces;  that  queftion,  though  a  very  im- 
ortant  one,  was  not,  he  was  aware,  at  that  time  properly  before 
Houfe ;  but  as  the  end  of  the  bill  was  to  bring  away  two 
■fmojerian    regiments,  and  to  replace  them  by   an  -equal 
timber  of  Britilh  troops,  at  fomething  about  the  fame  ex- 
pence,  he  could  not  think  the  meafure  a  wife  one.     If  the 
*ur  in  India  was  fo  nearly  at  an  end  as  fome  gentlemen  on 
i  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  feemed  to  apprehend,  why  fend 
Bar  any  more  troops  at  all  ?  Or  if  troops  were  adlualiy  ne- 
fctffary,  why  not  keep   the  German  troops  in  India  that 
>*ere  there,  and  not  drain  this  country  of  her  forces,  which 
light  he   wanted  ?    The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
aUd,  that  the  expence  of  the  Britifli  troops  which  were  to 
I  Cent  out  under  the  authority  of  the  bill,  would  be  rather 
6  tnan  more,  than  the  Hanoverian  regiments  had  coft  us  hi- 
to.     In  point  of  pay,  the  argument,  Mr.  Francis  faid, 
Bught  be  corre&  ;  but  there  was  another   expence   which 
cu^ht  to  be  taken  inro  the  confideration,  and  that  was  the 
hrpence  of  tranfporting  the  troops  to  and  fro.     That  furely 
Inuft  be  material,  and  might  be  faved  by  letting  the  Hano- 
verian regiments  remain  where  they  were.     Another  cir- 
cumftance,   Mr.  Francis  obferved,  ought  to  be  recolledted, 
•attd  that  when  recruits  were  fent  out  to  India,  many  of  them 
*oi:Id  fuffer  on  their  Yoyage,  and  die  before  they  got  over, 
"    Vol.  XXVIII.  3  F  exclufive 


exclufive  of  the  efle&  of  the  climate  on  their  arrival,  where* 
the  Hanoverian  regiments  already  there  were  matured  to  it 
and  to  the  nature  of  the  fervice.  There  was,  he  was  aware, 
one  objection,  and  that  was,  that  the  Hanoverian  regiments 
ferved  under  a  contract  between  the  Eaft  India  Company  and 
the  Ele&or  of  Hanover,  and  that  contract  was  expired  or 
near  expiring,  but  he  did  not  fuppofe  there  could  be  any  dif- 
ficulty in  getting  it  renewed.  Upon  all  thefe  confi deration^ 
Mr.  Francis  faid,  he  could  not  think  the  recall  of  the  Hano- 
verian regiments,  and  fending  out  the  propofed  number  of 
Britifli  troops,  a  proof  of  ceconomy. 

Mr.  Dun-      Mr.  Dundas  agreed  with  the  honourable  gentleman,  tltt^ 
das.      it  would  be  more  defirable  during  an  exifting  war,  to  enK 
ploy  the  troops  ufed  to  the  climate  and  the  fervice  in  Indbfe 
rather  than  to  fend  out  others*  who  had  never  been  in  that 
country;  but  the  honourable  gentleman  was  in  an  error,  3 
he  thought  that  the  troops  about  to  be  fent  out  were  n% 
recruits*    They  were  not  fo  by  any  means,  but  perfofll 
who  had  been  in  the  fervice  fome  time,  and  were  as  fit  ~ 
fervice  as  any  foldiers  could  be  fuppofed  to  be,  who  had 
been  in  India  before.     There  was  however  one  reafon 
*    fending  them,  which  he  conceived  muft  convince  the  hi 
able  gentleman  of  the  propriety  of  the  meafure,  aod 
was  this :  the  Hanoverian  regiments  now  in  India  were 
duced,  and  diminiflied  in  numbers  almoft  the  one  half; 
therefore  the  number  of  Britifli  troops  propofed  to  be  ft 
were  not  fent  out,  others  muft  go  to  recruit  and  compl 
the  Hanoverian  regiments.     At  prefent  we  pay  for  two " 
noverian  regiments,  and  had  not  more  than  the  fervice 
one  of  them,  as  they  could  not  turn  out   more  than  oi 
thoufand   men.     By  the  plan  propofed  under  the  bill,  that 
would  be  this  difference  of  expence;  excepting  a  few  officer 
of  cavalry,  the  recruits  fent  out  would  be  incorporated  in! 
the  Britiih  regiments  now  in  India,  without  the  appoint 
ment  or  expence  of  a  Angle  additional  officer;  whereas! 
prefent  we  were  at  the  expence  of  paying  the  officers  of  Wj 
regiments  of  Hanoverians,  confifting  of  no  more  privaB 

1  than  would  form  one.     In  regard  to  the  expence  of  feodk 

out  the  additional  number  of  Britifli  troops,  the  honourah 
gentleman  well  knew  that  this  was  nearly  the  time  that  A 
Company's  fliips  failed,  and  therefore  the  troops  might  b 
diftributed  on  board  of  them,  and  thus  their  pafiage  wood 
coft  the  mere  expence  of  their  provifion,  and  create  boti 
fmall  charge  to  the  Company,  compared  to  the  expence  tW 
would  attend  their  being  fent  out  in  any  other  way.  TS 
more  therefore  that  the  honourable  gentleman  confideredrf 
njeafure,  Mr,  .Dundas  faid,  he  was  perfuaded  Mr.  Fran? 

woo) 
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would  find  it  to  be  founded  in  good  policy,  and  the  ftri&eft 
ceconomy. 

The  bill  was  read  a  fecond  time  and  committed  for  to- 
morrow* 

Mr.  Fax  now  rofe  and  faid,  that  he  felt  fome  difficulty  in  Mr#  pox_ 
giving  notice  of  two  queflions  relative  to  law,  which  he 
meant  to  bring  forward  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  feffion, 
he  (hould  wifh  to  have  the  affiftance  of  the  gentlemen  of  the 
f  long  robe.     He  understood  that   the   Circuits  began  next 
'  week,  and  therefore  he  would  thank  any  gentleman  of  the 
1  JearneJ  profcffion  who  would  let  him  know  when  the  longeft 
[■Circuit  might  be  expected  to  be  oven     Mr.  Fox  declared  he 
hid  not  quite  fettled  in  his  own  mind  in  what  form  he  fhould 
Vmg  on  his  queftions,  but  had  not  the  fmalleft  objection  to 
fiartj  that  one  of  them  would  be  with  refpedt  to  the  con* 
"&*&  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  in  giving  judgement  and 
fcmence  upon  libels,  and  the  other  relative  to  informations 
in  the  nature  of  JjJho  Warranto**     As  he  was  advifed  at  pre- 
fent, he  believed  the  proper  mode  would  be,  in  one  cafe,  to 
ve  to  refer  the  queftion  to  the  confideration  of  their  grand 
tnittee  of  Juftice,  and  to  move  the  other  in  the  Houie, 
r.  Fox  faid,  he  bad  plainly  ftated  the  nature  of  his  two 
ije&Sj  in  order  that  it  might  not  be  thought  that  he  had 
iv  intention  10  take  the  Houfe  by  furprize. 
Mr.  Jekyll  ftated  when  the  Northern  Circuit  would  end, 
referred  to   Mr.   Mitford  for  information   when   the 
eftern  would  commence  and  conclude,  which  Mr.  Mit- 

baving  communicated, 
Mr.  Fox  gave  notice  for  Wednefday  next,  the  6th  of 

TiL 

r.  Fqx  alked  Mr,  Chancellor  Pitt  if  he  meant  to  take  wtu  Vox. 

nieafure  with  refpeft  to  the  expiration  of  the  Eaft  India 

,pany's  Charter  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  fetfion. 

Jr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid?  he  certainly  fhould  give  notice  Mr.  Pitt. 

ie  Ealt  India  Company  agreeable  to  the  dire£Uons  of  the 

of  Parliament  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  feffion  >  becaufe, 
iough   the    prefent  flate  of  the  Company's   affairs   were  ' 

h,  as  in   his  mind   rendered  it  unwife  and  improper  to 
any  alteration  this  feffion,  the  public  ought  not  to  lofe 

advantage  that  refulted  to  them  from  the  occafion. 
Mr.  Mitfard  rofe  in  conformity  to  the  notice  he  had  given      ^f- 

preceding  week,  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for   Mitford. 

relief  of  perfons  calling   themfelves  protefting  Roman 
itholics,  under  certain  conditions  and   reftriftions.     Mr, 

ford  lamented  that  it  had  fallen  to  the  Jot  of  a  perfon  fo 

pable  of  doing  the  fubjeft  juftice,  as  he  confeffed  himfelf 
be,  to  bring  before  the  Houfe  a  motion  of  fuch  import- 
but  as  the  duty  had  been  preffed  upon  him,  he  would 
3  F  %  endeavour 
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endeavour  to  di (charge  it  as  well  as  his  abilities  would  allow, 
and  he  trufted  he  (hould  be  favoured  with  the  indulgence  of 
the  Houfe :  having  thus  befpoke  their  favourable  attention, 
Mr.  Mitford  proceeded  to  open  the  grounds  on  which  he 
refled  his  motion.  He  raid,  it  was  well  known  there  was 
great  feverity  in  the  laws  now  fubGfting  againft  perfons  pro- 
feffing  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  but  the  extent  of  that 
feverity  was  not  equally  known.  In  a  book  which  was  ia 
almoft  every  gentleman's  hands,  viz.  Burn's  Ecclefiaftical 
Law,  no  lefs  than  feventy  pages  were  occupied  with  anenu* 
meration  of  the  Penal  Statutes  ftill  in  force  againft  Roman 
Catholics,  and  extracts  from  moil  of  thofe  ftatutes  werealfo 
to  be  feen  in  Burn's  Juftice ;  the  prefent  reign  was,  Mr* 
Mitford  faid,  the  only  one  (the  ftiort  reign  of  James  the* 
Second  excepted)  fince  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  in  which  fomfcl 
additional  feverity  againft  Roman  Catholics  had  not  bee* 
put  upon  the  Statute  Book ;  and  many  of  the  moil  fevere«! 
thofe  Afls  were  in  an  efpecial  manner  directed  againft  t!*i 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy.  Mr.  Mitford  enumerated  a  ?a*; 
riety  of  thefe  ftatutes  to  fhew  that  Papift  Priefts  were  guilty 
of  high  treafon,  and  would  fuffer  death  for  offences  ia  thetf  j 
nature  trivial,  fuch  as  perfuading  others  to  be  of  the  Romaa 
Catholic  Religion,  &c.  &c.  &c.  After  going  through  a  lil 
of  thefe  fanguinary  laws  againft  the  Roman  Catholic  C!ergy# 
Mr.  Mitford  obferved  upon  the  cruelty  and  inhumanity  of 
perfecuting  men  for  adYing  according  to  their  confeieruty 
and  profeffing  a  religion  which  they  hul  received  from  theif 
anceftors.  He  next  ftated  the  hnrdfliips  under  which  th^ 
Roman  Catholic  Laity  were  placed,  declaring  that  althoogfc 
the  eighteenth  of  the  prefent  King  had  given  them  fomere* 
lief,  it  by  no  means  went  far  enough.  He  recited  thepe*1 
nalties  to  which  the  Lay  Catholics  were  liable  for  hearing 
mafs,  for  not  going  to  church,  and  for  various  other  o£ 
fences,  and  after  a  circumftantial  detail  on  this  part  of  fail 
lubjeft,  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  at  the  time  thefe  very  fe" 
vere  laws  commenced,  Queen  Elizabeth  had  been  excoffi* 
municated  by  the  Pope,  and  her  fubje&s  abfolved  from  thefc 
allegiance,  that  therefore  the  laws  againft  Roman  Catholidi 
were  dictated  with  a  fpirit  of  refentment  to  which  their fe? 
verity  was  chiefly  to  be  afcribed.  He  defcanted  on  theprH 
macy  of  the  Pope,  which  had,  he  faid  originally  been  Itttf 
to  be  merely,  fpiritual,  but  that  it  had  afterwards  enabled  th* 
Pope"  to  interfere  in  temporal  affairs.  That  Henry  ti*j 
Eighth  took  away  this  fpiritual  crown  from  the  head  of  tW 
Pope,  and  placed  it  on  his  own.  After  commenting  on  thW 
and  other  relative  facts,  and  ftating  the  various  oaths  of 
fupremacy  that  had  from  time  to  time  been  devifed,  Mr.] 
Mitford  faid,  the  relief  that  he  fliould  propofe  for  thepr*'' 

teftinr 
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tcfting  Roman  Catholics,  would  be  a  bill  fimilar  to  that 
which  had  pafied  in  Ireland  for  the  relief  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics there  fome  years  fince;  and  as  no  ill  confequences 
had  been  found  to  refult  from  it  in  a  country  where  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  were  fo  much  more  numerous  than  they  were 
in  this,  he  (hould  hope  the  Houfe  would  ire  no  impropriety 
in  the  propofition.     He  reminded  the  Houfe  of  the  indul- 

frnce  that  had  of  late  years  been  (hewn  to  Proteftants  in 
oman  Catholic  countries,  and  particularly  in  France  by  an  v 
*  edi<3  of  the  pu  fent  King  lopg  before  the  late  Revolution ;  he 
;  could  not  therefore  imagine  that  the  Houfe  would  be  lefs 
liberal  to  thofe  who  were  known  and  acknowledged  to  be  as 
loyal  fubje&s,  and  as  faithfully  attached  to  the  Sovereign  on 
the  throne,  and  the  government  of  the  country  as  fubje&s 
of  any  other  defcription  whatever.  Mr.  Mitford  concluded 
ith  moving,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  re- 
lieve, upon  condition  and  under  reftriftions,  perfons  called 
*  protefting  Catholic  Diflenters,  from  certain  penalties  and 
u  diflabilicies  to  which  Papifts,  or  perfons  profefling  the 
~"  Popifh  religion,  are  by  law  fuhje6l." 

The  Speaker  ftated  from  the  chair,  that  according  to  the 
lers  of  the  Houfe  no  queftion  could  be  put  afFedting  the 
eligion  of  the  Country,  before  it  had  been  referred  to  a 
mmittee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  the  next  motion  therefore 
mft  be  u  that  this  queftion  be  referred  to  the  confideration 
"a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe." 

Mr.  fVyndham  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion,    and  began  a       Mr. 
fely  reafoned  logical  argument  with  declaring,  that  if  the     Wynd- 
rned  gentleman  who  had  made  the  motion,  had  felt  it  ne-      ham. 
tflary  to  apologize  for  its  having  fallen  upon  him  to  bring  it 
orward,    it  was    much   more    incumbent  upon   him  (Mr. 
Pyndham)  to  lament  that  it  had  been  put  into  fuch  weak 
mods  as  his  to  fecond ;  that  being  the  cafe,  however,  he  fa  id* 
e -would  not  attempt  to  go  at  large,  into  the  fubjedr,  but 
roold  fpeak  only  (imply  and  (hortly  upon  a  queftion  which 
he  mere  dictates  of  humanity  and  juftice  would,  he  trufted, 

Efficiently  imprefs  upon  the  minds  of  all  prefent.  Mr. 
ryndham  faid,  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  were  but  two 
ninciples  that  could  juftify  laws  of  coercion,  and  penalty 
ipon  perfons  on  account  of  their  religious  opinion:  the  one 
Vas,  on  the  ground  that  their  opinions  were  falfe  and  erro- 
Rous,  and  of  ill  confequence  to  their  future  falvation,  and 
fcu  therefore  for  their  fakes  it  was  neceflary  to  extirpate 
nch  opinions  and  prevent  their  fpreading ;  the  other  was, 
bat  their  principle^  a'rifing  from  their  religious  opinions 
tere  calculated  to  make  them  bad  citizens  and  dangerous 
bbjc&s,  and  therefore  the  fafety  of  the  ftate  required  that 
bey  (hould  be  made  the  objects    of  very  feveie  and  harfti 

laws, 
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laws.     Mr.  Wyndham  fhewed  the  difference  of  afiing  upoi 
thefe  two  principles ;  in  the  one  fenfe,  he  faid,  the  aCk 
did  might  properly  be  termed  perfe'eution,  in  the  other 
x  was  a  very  different  thing.     In  the  fenfe  of  the  firft  of  tl 

principles  perfecution  feemed  fo  exploded,  that  it  was  to 
confidered  as  entirely  out  of  the  world.     In  juftiheation  i 
the  other  principle,  it  had  been  long  the  language  that  fi 
laws  were  neceffary  to  guard  again  ft  the  dangerous  pra£H 
*    of  the  Roman  Catholics  towards  the  fubverfion  of  the  j 
vernment,    and  the  introduction  of  arbitary  power;    I 
however  much  they  might  like  to  charge  thofe  practices 
the  Romaft  Catholic",  Mr.  Wyndham  declared  he  did 
believe  that  hiftory  would  bear  them  out  in  the  fafit. 
might  be  faid,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  had  (hewn  more 
tyranny  and  oppreffion  than  we  had  ;  but  then  it  ought 
be  confidered  that  power  had  been  longer  in  their  hands 
in  ours.     Mr.  Wyndham  remarked,  that  there  were  perfi 
of  no  mean  authority,  who  contended  that  religious  opua 
ought  not  to  exclude   men   from   civil  offices,    and    th 
founded  a  good  deal  of  ^their  argument  on  the  principle 
*    the  unlawtulnefs  of  religious  eitablifliments.     He  here  9 
verted  to  the  great  extent  to  which  Mr.  Fox  had  carried  tl 
principle,  in  his  argument  on  the  repeal  of  the  Teft  A< 
when  by  the  force  of  his  genius  he  had  placed  it  in  a  v< 
ftrilcing  point  of  view.     He  declared  that  it  had  nevertheli 
had  no  effecT:  on  thofe  who  had  made  up  their  minds  on 
other  fide  of  the  queftion.     For  his  part,  Mr.  Wyndha 
faid,  he  was  not  one  of  thofe  who  did  not  think  it  the  dot 
of  a  good  government  to  look  to  the  religions  prejudices 
the  fubje£fc ;  he  therefore  could  not  agree  with  his  right  h 
nou rable  friend  to  the  extent  that  he  had  carried  his  argi 
ment,  but  nine  times  out  of  ten,  he  could  agree  to  the  fci 
confequences  for  different  reafons.     His  idea  was,  that 
more  could  be  juftified  againft  Roman  Catholics  than  1 
State  abfolutely  required,  nor  did  he  fee  the  difference  1 
tween  them  and  Diffenters  of  other  defcriptions.     They  1 
not  afk  to  he  admited  to  places  of  power  and  truft,  but 
live  in  a  free  and  enlightened  country,  exempted  from  t 
fevere  penalties  impofed  by  laws,  which  were  by  connivaiw 
evaded,  and  which  for  that  very  reaion  ought  not  to  be  fc 
fered  to  difgrace  the  Statute  Book.     Mr.  Wyndham  ft 
foned  upon  the  degree  of  danger  that  was  to  be  dreaded  froi 
the  Roman  Catholics,  and  faid,  that  in  all  cafes  of  danf£ 
there  were  two  things  to  be  confidered,  viz.  the  will  of  th^ 
from  whom  danger  was  apprehended,  and  the  power  the 
poffeffed  to  execute,    whatever  might  be  thought,    it 
their  will  to  execute  if  they  could      In  this  point  of 
did  the  Catholics  appear  formidable?  Let  them  look  at  1$m 
2  general  1 


A.  1791. 


DEBATES. 


*7 


general  flate  of  Roman  Catholic  countries  throughout  Eu- 
rope. Did  any  man  at  that  day  dread  tjie  great  power  of 
the  Pope?  In  countries  naturally  fubjeft  to  him,  he  did  not 
£ll  men's  minds  with  that  idea  of  the  plenitude  of  his  power, 
|bat  would  induce  an  apprehenfion  that  it  would  break  its 
founds,  and  rufh  through  all  Europe.  In  fad,  it  was  now 
fomidered  as  a  mere  fpeftre,  fit  to  frighten  in  the  dark,  but 
(fchich  vanished  before  the  fight  of  reafon  and  of  knowledge  ;  / 
1  therefore  it  was  in  the  la  ft  degree  abfurd  to  talk  of  dread- 
_  danger  from  Popery,  under  the  prefent  circumftances. 
fr.  Wyndham  took  nonce  of  the  opinion  that  had  formerly 
tattled,  that  a  Roman  Catholic's  taking  an  oath  was  of  no 
|il;  becaufe  the  Pope  would  grant  him  a  difpenfationj  and 
Jblve  him  from  it.  He  fhewed  the  folly  and  fallacy  of  this 
ay  of  thinking,  by  reminding  the  Houie  that  a  Catholic 
er  would  not  take  his  feat  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  when  he 
ght  do  it  by  taking  an  oath,  but  his  conference  would  not 
nit  him  to  doit.  He  alio  mentioned  the  variety  of  oc- 
ons  on  which  Catholics  were  believed  on  their  oaths  in 
■  cafes,  and  faid,  the  Pope  could  grant  a  difpenfation  to 
nan  Catholics,  but  he  could  not  ahfolve  them  from  cuf- 
from  their  feelings  and  a  (mfti  of  honour,  from  the 
I  ruJhing  to  their  face,  and  from  blufhing  and  trembling 
ifbame  at  the  idea  of  taking  an  oath  to  eftahliih  a  vil« 
iood.  In  fhort,  Mr.  Wyndham  declared,  he  had  already 
I  more  than  he  meant  to  fay,  and  more  than  was  necefTary 
n  the  fubjeft,  he  would  therefore  conclude  with  giving 
i  moil  hearty  aflent  to  the  motion. 

Mr-  Stanley  (member  for  Lancalhire)  rofe  to  declare  his  Mrv 
Sfe  concurrence  to  the  motion,  and  the  fatisfadlion  lie  felt,  Stanley, 
lit  had  been  brought  forward,  and  the  hopes  it  afforded 
\  the  rigour  of  our  laws  againrr.  Roman  Catholics  might 
bnger  ftain  the  national  character,  Mr.  Stanley  fiiid  he 
pen  prefumed  to  give  bis  opinion  upon  any  fubjefl  befort 
Houfe,  but  as  it  was  his  lot  to  Jive  in  a  pari  of  the  coun- 
Where  Roman  Catholics  were  extremely  numerous,  and 
It  had  rtfjded  long  among  them,  he  had  been  a  wit  rids  of 
|r conduct  for  many  yeais,  and  could  take  upon  him  to 
[  that  more  loyal  fubje<5h,  or  perfons  who  wiJhed  better 
he  family  on  theThione,  and  to  the  quiet  and  fafety  of 
Govern  merit,  did  not  ex  ill  oi  any  cj^tcriptlon,  or  in  any 
t  of  the  kingdom/  This  declaration,  Mr*  Stanley  faid, 
bought  it  a  duty  he  owed  to  them  and  to  himfelf  to  maket 
L friend  to  the  civil  and  religious  right*  of  mankind*  He 
peed  his  fatisfaition.  in  the  motion,  which  he  faid  ihould 
|h>*  fnpport. 

In  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  they  had  heard  more,  in  his  opi-  Mr.  Pitt* 
L  than  need  to  have  been  faid?  and  at  any  rate  they  had 
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heard  enough  to  induce  the  Houfe  to  be  unanimous  in  re- 
ceiving the  bill,  and  giving  it  their  moil  ferious  and  delibe- 
rate confideration.  But  as  the  Speaker  had  very  properly  re- 
minded them  that  the  queftion  mull  be  referred  to  the  con 
{iteration  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  which  rauf 
be  on  a  different  day  from  which  it  had  been  propofed,  b 
,  though:   it  wholly  unneceffary,  and  indeed  irregular  to  di 

more  than  to  concur  unanimoufly  in  taking  that  flep. 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.. Fox  faid,  he  felt  it  abfolutely  neceffary  to  fay  a  won 
or  two,  to  (hew  that  there  was  not  that  unanimity  on  tki 
fubjeft  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  anticipate 
The  objection  however  which  he  had  to  the  bill  propoM 
was  not  in  regard  to  what  it  did  go  to,  but  to  what  it  d^ 
not  go  to,  for  in  his  opinion  it  by  no  means  went  fareno  " 
The  honourable  gentleman  who  had  fpoken  fecond  in  the 
bate,  Mr.  Fox  obferved,  had  gone  over  the  general  groi 
of  toleration;  his  own  ideas  upon    the  fubjeft  were 
known  ;  he  differed  from  his  honourable  friend  in  feveral 
the  principles  that   he   had  lanl  down.     His  fentiment 
that  the  State  had  no  right  to  enquire  into  the  opinioi 
people  either  political  or  religious;  in  his  mind  they" 
right  only  to  take  cognizance  of  their  actions.     He^w< 
contend  that  the  Chriftian  religion  was  not  adapted  to 
or  to  any  form  of  Government,  but  to  all,  but  that  the 
ligious  eftablifhment  of  any  country  was  to  be  governed 
fo  much  with  regard  to  the  purity  of  the  precepts  and 
of  a  religion,  as  with  a  view  to  that   fort  of  religion 
was  molt  likely  to  inculcate  morality  and  religion  in 
minds  of  the    majority   of  its    inhabitants,    and  this 
nion  was  proved  by  the  Statutes  which  had  pafieJ,  raiti 
one  fort  of  eftablifhment  of  the  north  divifion  of  the  M 
dom,  and  another  fort  of  religion  the  eftablifhment  of 
fouth.     His  honourable  friend,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  had  decM 
that  he  did  not  agree  with  him  in  his  argument  on  the 
peal  of  the  Teft  Aft,  but  that  in  nine  cafes  out  df  tefr 
could  agree  in  the  conferences  that  he  (Mr.  Fox)  bad* 
ferred  from  his  argument,  though  from   a  different  real 
and  tjiat  he  could   undertake  to  fuftain  thofe  confequeni 
Mr.  Fox  laid,  there  was  no  rule  fo  general  to  which  tl 
might  not  be  an  exception  ;  but  he  thought  he  was  warrai 
to  maintain  that  he  was  right,  and  had  laid  down  the! 
corredlly,  becaufe  it  was  fair  to  fa^  that  the  nine  cafes  0 
the  rule  and  that  the  tenth  was  the  exception.     The  liona 
able  and  learned  gentleman  had  very  ably,  and,  he  belies 
very  corredlly,  exhibited  a  lift  of  thofe  bloody,  fanguittt 
horrible  laws  which  are  a  difgrace  to  our  ftatute  books; 
was  (Mr.  Fox)  for  repealing  thofe  bloody  laws,  nottol 
perfons  exclufively,  but  to  the   Roman  Catholics  ofel 
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defcription,  let  them  proteft  or  not.     He  declared,  he  could 
not  give  his  vote  for  fending  the  motion  to  a  Committee 
without  its  being  made  general,  becaufe  there  was  no  fet  of 
men,  who  on  account  of  their  religions  principles  ought  to 
be  fubje&  to  be  tried  for  high  treaion,  and  to  incur  the  pe-   - 
naltv  of  death.     Having  faid  fo  much  of  thofe  Roman  Ca- 
tholics who  did  net  proteft,  Mr.  Fox  declared,  he  could  not , 
agree  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill  for  thofe  who  did  pro- 
,.  teft;  becaufe,  if  the  proteftors  were  fincere  in  their  protefta- 
tions,  they  were  as  good  fubje&s  as  any  who  fat  in  that 
!*  Houfe.     He  would  afk  upon  what  principle  was  a  Catholic        1 
'  peer  not  to  enter  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  or  a  Catholic  gentle- 
J  man  not  to  enter  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  but  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that  what  they  protefted  againft  was  imputed  to  them  ? 
Mr.  Fox  ftated,  that  fuckperfecution  and  oppreflion  upon 
the  general  ground  of   religious  opinion,    prevailed  in  no 
country  but  ours.     In  all  the  King  of  Pruflia's  dominions 
umverfal  toleration  obtained;  in  the  United  States  of  Hol- 
land there   was   univerfal  toleration,   andhe  was  fure  in 
France  there  was  univerfal  toleration ;  fo  that  in  four  great 
Empires,  all  of  different  conftitutions,    univerfal  toleration 
prevailed.     What  could  be  the  reafon  of  this  ?  Would  it  be 
faid  that  Pruffia  was  too  little  monarchial  for  a  monarchy,  or 
Holland  was  too  little  ariftocraticalforan  ariftocracy,  or  that 
liberty  was  not  fufficiently  extended  to  fatisfy  the  friends  of 
freedom  in  France  or  in  America  ?  And  yet  though  toleration 
Has  given  full  fcope  to  in  a  monarchical,    an  ariftocratical 
Government,  and  two  democracies  :  under  our  conltitution, 
boailin  gof  its  fuperior  excellence  of  each  of  the  three  forms  0^ 
government,  toleration  was  to  be  narrowed  and  confined  in 
hackles  difgraceful  to  humanity.     Mr.  Fox  reprobated  the 
tfea,  and  though  he  declared  he  was  glad  the  bill  was  pro* 
»fed,  as  he  was  fo  much  in  love  with .  toleration,  that  he 
lould  fooner  accept  the  bill  than  rejeft  it,  if  it  was  all  the 
deration  that  could  be  had,  and  was  to  be  confidered  as  the 
left  compromife  that  could  be  made,  yet  he  could  not  but 
hink  fuch  a  compromife  fhnmefui  in  the  high  eft  degree. 
tfben  the  proper  time  came,  Mr.  Fox  faid  he  fhould  move 
D  leave  the  word  "  protefting"  out  of  the  title  of  the  bill, 
od  when  it  fliould  arrive  at  a  Committee,  he  would  move 
bate  amendments,  though  he  would  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee if  he  were  to  find  their  fenfe  was  againft  him. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  he  was  forry  to  have  occafion  Mr.  Pitt. 
to  (ay  a  fingle  word  after  having  fpoken  already,  but  if  he 
was  ev.er  fo  difpofed  to  create  a  debate,  that  was  not  the  mo- 
jttent  to  do  fo,  after  it  had  been  known,  that  the  queftion 
»uft  be  referred  to  the  Confideration  of  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe;  as  far  as  a  general  wiih  that  the  bill  ihculcl 
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be  introduced  and  favouraMy  received,  he  cordially  con- 
curred, and  his  reafon  for  thinking  it  would  be  unanimoufly 
"     agreed  to,  was  on  very  different  grounds  from  thofe  ftated 
by  the  honourable  gentleman   who    feconded  the  original 
queftion,  with  whofe  principles  as  opened  in  his  fpeech,  he 
Could  not  agree;  and  much  lefs  could  he  adopt  the  princi- 
ples ftated  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke 
.laft,  which  had  been  refuted  when  the  motion  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Teft  A&  had  been  negatived  by  fo  large  a  majority  rf ; 
that  Houfe  in  the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament.     He  had  him-H 
felf  at  that  time  ftated  the  grounds  of  his  fentiments  on  thci 
fubjeS,  to  every  orte  of  which  he  moft  firmly  adhered.  j 

The  ftanding  order  relative  to  Religion  1772  being  reaJ,j 
the  queftion  was  put,  "  that  this  queftion  be  referred  to  thtf 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe.n     Agreed  to  ncm.  a?u  I 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Tuefday  the  firft  of  March* 
Almoft  the  whole  of  the  Oppofition  left  the  Houfe  as  fodnS 
as  the  above  bufinefs  was  oven  Mr.  Loveden  therefore  wa£ 
obliged  to  defer  his  intended  motion,  though  goaded  tdj 
bring  it  forward  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  wbai 
feemed  to  enjoy  the  defertion  of  thofe  who  had  filled  the 
opposite  fide  of  the  Houfe.  j 

Mr*  Daniel  Parker  Coke,    from  the  Seleft  CommitteeJ 
who  we're  appointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  thjj 
petition  of  Sir  James  Laroche,  Baronet,  and  John  Sallivatu 
Eiq;  and  alfo,  the  petition  of  Jbhn  Pomeroy,  Efq;  JofejS 
Edyvean,  gentleman,  William   Hamley,   furgeon,  Thorn* 
Flamank,   gentleman,   Philip  Deacon,  gentleman,  and  Sa- 
muel Spiller,    fadler,   of  the  borough  of  Bodmin,    in  the 
county  of  Cornwall,  being  perfons  Who  had  a  right  to  roll 
at  the  laft  ele&ion  of  burgefles  to  ferve  in  parliament  for  ill 
faid  borough,  on  behalf  ot  themfelves,  and  others,  who  we* 
at  the  faid  efcfiibn  lawful  ele&ors  for  the  faid  borough,  11a 
verally  complaining  of  an  undue  ele&ion  and  return  for  tfa 
faid  borough,  informed  the  Houfe,  that  the  faid  SeleA  Cox* 
mittee  have  determined, 

That  Sir  John  Morihead,  Baronet,  is  duly  ele&eda 
geft  to  ferve  in  the  prtfent  parliament  for  the  bofough 
Bodmin,  in  the  county  of  Cornwall ; 
.    And  alfo,    that  the  faid  Sele&  Committee  have  deter 
minened, 

That  Roger  Wilbraham,  Efq;  is  duly  elefted  a  butgrfs 
ferve  in  this  prefent  parliament  for  the  faid  borough  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, 

That  the  petition  of  the  faid  Sir  James  Laroche,  Baronet* 
and  John  Sullivan,  Efq;  did  appear  to  the  faid  Sele&  Com* 
mittee  to  be  frivolous  and  vexatious; 
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Ami  alfo,  that  the  faid  Sele&  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, . 

That  the  Petition  of  the  faid  John  Pomeroy,  Efq;  Jofeph 
Edyvean,  gentleman,  William  Hamley,  furgeon,  Thomas 
Flamank,  gentleman,  Philip  Deacon,  gentleman,  and  Sa- 
oioel  Spiller,  fadler,  did  appear  to  the  faid  Select  Committee 
to  be  frivolous  and  vexatious  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, 

That  the  oppofition   of   the  faid    Sir  John   Morfhead, 
Baronet,  to  the  faid  feveral  petitions  did  not  appear  to  the 
I  faid  Select  Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have  deter- 
|  mined, 

That  the  oppofition  of  the  faid  Roger  Wilbraham,  Efq; 
to  the  faid  feveral  petitions  did  not  appear  to  the  faid  Select 
Committee  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious. 

And  the  faid  determinations  were  ordered  to  be  entered 
jn  the  Journals  of  this  Houfe. 
Adjourned. 

Tutfday7   22d  Fthruary* 

Mr.  2X  P,  Coke  obferved,  that  feventy- five  members  Were 
at  this  time  chained  to  the  oar,  and  all  the  clerks  occupied, 
by  the  feveral  Committees  now  fitting;  he  fubmitted  it 
therefore  to  the  coti fulcra t  ion  of  the  Houfe,  whether  it  would 
not  lie  better  to  adjourn  all  the  Committees  which  were  next 
to  be  ^balloted  for,  for  a  week,  than  fubjeft  Mr-  Grenville's 
biil,  which  they  had  a!!  felt  the  good  effefts  of,  to  be  dif- 
graced-  If  a  contrary  conduct  were  purfued,  Mr.  Coke 
laid,  the  next  Committee,  if  the  Houfe  ihould  be  made  on 
Thurfday  (which  he  ihould  greatly  doubt  the  chance  of) 
would  find  a  difficulty  in  procuring  either  counfel  or  clerk 
to  officiate.  In  order  to  aft  fairly  by  thofe  concerned,  Mr* 
Coke  declared  he  had  fpoken  to  the  gentlemen  mterefted  in 
the  firft  petition,  the  Committee  upon  which  was  next  to  be 
balloted  for,  and  upon  ftating  to  them  the  grounds  of  the 
proportion  he  meant  to  offer  to  the  Houfe,  they  had  de- 
clared they  had  no  fort  of  objection,  Mr.  Coke  was  about 
to  move  that  every  election  Committee  that  remained  to  be 
balloted  for,  be  putotFfor  a  week,  when, 

The  Speaker  fubmitted  it  to  the  honourable  gentleman, 
whether  it  would  not  be  more  advifeable  for  him  to  fufpend 
hi*  motion  till  there  was  a  fuller  attendance- 
Mr*  Coke  acquiefced* 

The  orde*  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to  re- 
fojve  it  ft  If  into  a  Committee  on  the  Mutiny  bill,  the  quef- 
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tion  was  put,  and  the  Speaker  left  the  chair,  Mr*  Hobart 
took  his  feat  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Fox  then  rofe,  and  faid,  he  really  had  not  been  aware 
that  the  mutiny  bilk  was  to  come  under  confideration  that 
day,  or  he  would  have  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  pro- 
pofe  an  alteration  which  he  had  been  defired  by  his  confti- 
tuents  to  fubmit  to  the  confideration  of  the  Committee. — ' 
What  he  alluded  to,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  referred  to  the  part  of  jj 
the  bill  that  related  to  quartering  foldicrs.     His  condiments ' 
hadftated  tohira,   that  the  practice  Under  that   part  of  the  J 
bill  was  the  fource  of  great  oppreffion,  and,  as  they  thought,  j 
injuftice,  in  a  particular  cafe,  which  was  that  of  keepers  of  1 
livery  (tables,  who  were  not  keepers  of  public  houfes.    There!! 
were,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  many  livery  (table  keepers  who  did  not] 
keep  public  houfes,  but  whofe  dwellings  were  as  private,  in] 
every  fenfe  of  the  word,  as  the  dwellings  of  any  Member  ofl 
that  Houfe,  and  according  to  the  words  of  the  ad,  publicans] 
only  were  defcribed,  as   liable  to  have  folJiers  billeted  opo 
them.     Thebilkt  itfelf  ran  in  thefe  words,  "  Whereas  you 
fell  fpirituous  liquors,  &c."     The  faft  was,  that  perfons  ofl 
the  description  that  he  had  (rated,  fold  no  fpirituous  liquors,  | 
and  not  having  room  in  their  own  family,  were  put  into  this  J 
extraordinary  fituation,  either  to  lodge  the  foldiers   billeted 
ofi  them  in  their  ftables,  or  to  hire  lodgings  for  them ;  and  j 
itables,  undoubtedly,  not  being  fit  for  the  lodging  of  foldiers, 
the  livery  liable  keepers  were  neceflarily  obliged  to  hire  lodg- 
ings for  them.     Mr.  Fox  faid,  the  cafe,  he  underftood,  had  | 
once  been  referred  to  the  Majiftrates,  and  they  had  decided, , 
that  livery  (table  keepers,  who  did  not  keep  public  houfes,  ■ 
came  within  the  meaning  of  the  aft.     This  appeared- to  him,  ' 
for  the  reafons  he  had   ftnted,  to  be  rather  an  extraordinary  j 
decifion  ;  and  as  the  billet  in  this  inftance  bore  a  falfehoodi 
on  the  face  of  it,  he  (hould  certainty  hold  it  his  duty  to  pro- 
ppfe  fome  alteration,  when  the  Committee  came  to  the  claufe:] 
in  queflion. 

The  Secretary  at  TVar  hoped  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man would  give  him  credit,  when  he  aflured  him  that  he  had  j 
never  heard  any  thing  of  the  objection  before  that  moment/ 
Had  he  heard  of  it,  he  certainly  (honld  have  been  ready  to 
have  endeavoured  to  fee  if  it  could  not  be  remedied  ;  hither- 
to, he  had  imagined  the  Magiftrates,  who  had  fo  long  a&ed 
under  theauthoritv  of  the  mutiny  bill,  perfeftly  underftood 
it,  and  had  therefore  afted  properly.  He  acknowledged, 
however,  that  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  great  deal  of  rea- 
fon  in  the  fuggeftion  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  hut 
the  beft  way,  he  believed,  would  be,  to  fufler  the  Committee 
to  proceed  with  filling  up  the  blanks,  and  upon  the  report, 
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proper  words  might  be  propofed  to  meet  the  objedHon,  and  • 
remove  it. 

Mr.  Fox  rofe  again,  merely  to  ftate,  that  he  had  not  the  Mr.  Fox# 
(balleit  intention  to  impute  any  blame  to  the  honourable 
Baronet,  and  that  the  only  reafon  of  his  not  ftating  his  ob- 
jeflion  before  was,  that  he  really  had  not  been  aware  that  the 
mutiny  bill  was  to  come  on  that  day*  He  had  afked  when 
it  was  to  be  brought  forward,  but  had  neither  received  any 

Kife  anfwer,    nor  obferved  it   among  the  orders   of  the 
fc    He,  however,  very  readily  acceded  to  the  honour- 
tUe  Baronet'*  proportion. 

'f  The  Committee  proceeded  to  go  through   the  bill,  after 
prch  Colonel  Fitzpatrick  gave  notice  that  he  fliould  move 
i  amendment  on  the  report. 
Tbebflt  was  ordered  to  he  reported  on  Friday. 
**r.  D.  i\  Cckr  rofe  again,  and   fuggefted  the   propriety  Mr-  D.P, 
venience  of  adjourning   the  ballots   for   all  Election  Cok«. 
ittees  for  a  week,  ftating  the  reafon s  which   he  had 
affignedj  and  profeffing  that  his  principal  motive  was 
ft  for  Mr." tirenvi lie's  adt,  and  his  confequent  wifh 
irfhould  not  be  difgraced  by  the  failure  of  a  Houfecom- 
t  to  proceed  to  the  ballot  of  another  Committee,  in  ad- 
to   the  five  already   fitting,  not  one  of  which   were 
lj  to  mike  their  report  in  lei's  than  a  week.     He  con- 
Wed  with  moving, 

PThtt  the  fever.?  1  orders  for  taking  into  eonfideration  the 
erat  petitions  complaining  of  undue  elections  and  re- 
us, he  feverally  poftponed  for  a  week  beyond  the  days 
which  the  faid  petitions  are  now  ordered  to  be  taken 

eonfideration  " 
;  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  he  could  not  give  his  con  fen  t  Mr.  Pitt, 
motion.      He  had  not  found  any  caufe   to  apprehend 
the  increafe  of  the  number  of  Committees  would  create 
di  dffficulty  as  to  render  the  ballot  for  another  imprac- 
The   honourable  gentleman,  he  obferved,  profefled 
refpe£t  for  Mr.  Girenville's  bill;  but  the  motion  he  had 
appeared  to  him  to  be  perfectly  inconfiftent  with  the 
!e  of  the  hi  [J,  which  was  calculated  to  meet  fuch  diffi- 
fes,  and   therefore  he  thought,  if  the  motion  were  to 
\  it  would  be  deviating  from  the  principle  of  the  bill,  the 
sge  of  which  they  all  felt  and  acknowledged, 
motion  was  pur,  and  negatived. 

Lmeden   faid,  that  gentlemen,  whom  he  then  faw  in      Mr* 
places,  had  been  particularly  preiEng  upon  him  to  bring  Loveden. 
rd  his  motion  the  preceding  day,  when  his  friends  were 
it;  he  felt    it   his  duty,  therefore,  to  declare,  that  he 
in  ready  to  make  the  motion  which  be  had  on  a  for- 

mef 
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itier  day  intended  to  bring  forward,  for  a  lift  of  the  names  o 
perfons  entitled  to  the  unclaimed  dividends. 
Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared}  that  he  hjuj  been  ofteef  ft 
rooft  forward  to  urge  tbe  honourable  gentleman  to  make  W 
motion  the  preceding  day,  for  the  fake  of  avoiding  unnec4 
fary  delay.  As  making  it  then,  when  the  order  of  tbefc 
had  been  moved  for,  would  create  delay,  he  objected  to  tj 
honourable  gentleman's  opening  his  motion  until  the  or4er< 
tbe  day  was  difpofed  of. 
Mr.  Fox.  Mr#  fM  imagining  tliat  Mr.  Pitt  had  meant  that  it  w<*| 
be  irregular  in  the  honourable  gentleman  to  infill  on  his  ij 
tion  after  the  order  of  tbe  day  had  been  read,  obferved,  $ 
the  honourable  gentleman  might  cppofe  the  order,  and  \ 
terwards  make  his  motion. 

Mr.  Pitt  declared  he  had  never  que  ft  ioned  the  regularity 
oppofing  the  order  of  ihe  day  being  read.  * 

Mr.  S,  Thornton  intimated  that  the  Bank  Directors f{ 
no  fort  of  objection  to  the  motion.  \ 

The  motion  ou  the  order  of  the  day  was  then  put,  foH 
Houfe  to  refolve  kftlf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  H<fl 
on  the  Corn  Bill, 

Mr.  Loveden  refilled  the  motion.  j 

The  Houfe  immediately  divided  upon  the  motion,  for> 
order  of  the  day. 

Ayes,  8 1  ;  Noes,  60.     Majority  %i9 
Mr.  Loveden  then  gave  notice  that  he  fhouid  move  i 
lift  on  Friday. 

Mr.  Ryder  moved  an  inftruftion  to  the  Commit 
fubftance,  "  that  they  be  defired  to  make  provifioR* 
"  certain  conditions  and  reftriclions,  for  the  import? 
*<  corn,  ground  and  unground,  from  Ireland,  and  frc 
"  Majefty's  American  colonies,  upon  a  lower  dm 
"  from  other  countries."     Ordered. 

Mr.  Ryder  then  moved,  "  That  the  Speaker 
'"  chair." 
L©rd  •      Lord  Sheffield  rpfe  after  Mr.  Ryder,  and  faid,  aHl 
Sheffield.  ^;<j  not  me^n  to  object  to  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  i 
might  be  neceflary  to  fay  a  few  words  previous  to  1 
going  to  a  Committee.     He  had  neither  the  talent  j 
should  enable  him,  nor  the  dtfpofiticn,  to  take  up  lb( 
of  the  Houfe,  he  fhould  confine  himfelf  therefore  t*j 
obfervations,  in  the  hope  that  thofe  who  were  more! 
would  enlarge  on  the  weighty  matters  which  were  I 
jrcb  of  the  bill.     He  faid  they  were  apt  to  fuppofe 
in  which  they  took  part,  to.  be  of  greater  confeqc 
pny  other.     He  ferioufly  believefl  that  the  hill  wi 
then  before  the  Houfe,  was  not  Inferior  in  icnpor 
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any  whatever.     If  a  bad  principle  was  adopted,  the  confe- 
quence  muft  be  very  alarming.     He  was  forry  to  fay  an 
extreme  bad  principle  ran  through  the  bill,  exdufiveof  many 
very  obje&kmable  parts  of  the  detail.     He  did  not  mean  to 
impute  the  whole  blame  to  the  framers  of  the  prefent  bill,  &r 
Irfs  did  he  mean  to  cenfure  the  prefent  more  than  former 
finifters.     The  prefent  Minifter  had  placed  the  bufinefs  in 
thofe  hands  which  appeared  to  him  the  moft  proper  to  pre- 
pare it  for  Parliament ;  perhaps  the  only  hands  he  could  em- 
ploy :  yet  he  flattered  himfelf  the  Minifter  was  not  materially 
attached  to  the  whole  of  the  bill,  but  that  he  would  attend 
trith  candour  to  the  fuggeftions  of  thofe  who  were  incapable 
of  mixing  a  party  fpirit  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.     It  was  not 
a  ministerial  queftion,    yet  it  was  a  queAion  worthy  the 
r'eateft  Statefman.     It  was  of  the  utmoft  confequeuce  to  the 
bnded  interefi  ;  it  concerned  every  individual  in  the  ifland. 
He  then  faid  that  neither  the  framers  of  the  prefent  hill,  nor 
fne  Minifter,  were  anfwerahlefor  the  revolution  ivhich  took 
place  eighteen  years  ago  in  the  corn  laws.     It  was  then  that 
we  departed  from  ttie  old  fpirit  of  thofe  laws,  which  origi- 
nally were  intended  folely  and  entirely  for  the  encouragement 
of  tillage,  without  any  view  to  other  commerce  than  that 
v  of  getting  rid  of  our  furpluscorn-     To  keep  down  the  price 
of  corn,  by  facilitating  the  import  of  foreign  corn,  and  by 
checking  the  export  of  our  own,  feemed  to  be  the  objefl  of 
jtibeaS  of  1 773,  and  it  was  done  by  opening  the  ports  to  inv* 
jnaiion,  and  Shutting  tbem  to  exportation  at  corjfiderably 
rer  prices  than  were  thought  reasonable   above  one  him- 
years  before-     The  mifchievous  confequenccs  to  tillage 
iid  be  obviou*  to  every  man,  oa  which  more  would  be 
when  the  prices  at  which   the   pons  fhould  be   open- 
I  and  fhut,  (houtd  be  debated.     The  framers  of  the  prefent 
I  were  principally  hlameahle  for  adopting  the  pernicious 
incvpjes  of  that  a$,  at  the  moment  that  they  repvefented 
lamentaljle  change  that  had  taken  place  fmce  that  time  in. 
com  trade.     However,  as  there  were  few  who  would  not 
lit  that  fame  corn  laws  were  neceflary,  the  outline  of  the 
fent  bill  might  be  taken,  and  as  the  principle  of  it  depend* 
I  on  the  prices  at  which  the  ports  are  to  ba  open  and  /Iiut, 
as 'that  principle  might  be  altered  in  the  Committer,  and 
tain  claufcs  omitted,  it  was  therefore*  that  alrhough  dis- 
proving the   prtfent  principle,  he  did  not  object  to  going 
a  Committee- 

lie  motion  for  the  Speakers  leaving  the  chair 'was  then 
,  and  agreed  to. 
The  Houfe  being  in  a  Committee,  a   long   and  defultory 
took  place  upon  each  of  the  clanks  of  the  bill,  in 

which 
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which  Mr.  Ryder,  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Pitt,  and  various  other 
Members,  fpoke  more  than  once. 

Upon  the  claufe  being  read,  which  ena&s,    that  veflcll 
having  an  board  a  certain  quantity  of  grain,  flour,  or  bifc  " 
more  than  allowed  by  this  ad,  Ihall  be  liable  to  coi 
cation, 

Mr.  Alderman  Curtis  objefled  to  it,  and  moved  to 
the  words  of  the  claufe  which  fubje&ed  the  veffeb  to  confis- 
cation. 

Lord  Sheffield  was  alfo  adverfe  to  the  confifcation  of 
veflel,  and  propofed  a  penalty  inftead  of  it. 

A  fhort  debate  arofe,  which  was  ended  by  the  Com 
dividing  on  the  original  claufe  ; 

Ayes,  69 ;  Noes,  54.     Majority  15. 

At  ten  o'clock,  Mr,  Ryder,  obferving  that  the  next  cl 
might  require  much  consideration,  moved  the  adjou 
of  the  Committee,  and  a  direction  to  the  Chairman  to 
the  Houfe  for  leave  to  fit  again  to-morrow  fe'nntght. 

This  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  Houfe  was  refumed, 
grefs  reported,  and  the  Committee  ordered  to  fit  again 
morrow  fe'nnight. 

Adjourned. 

Wednefdayy  2$d  February. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  going  into  a 
mittee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  upon  the  Report  of  the  Offt 
ders  Bill, 
Mtv  Mr.  Pcwys  obferved,  that  this  bill  being  almoft  entitj 

Powys.    new  modelled,  and  quite  different  from  what  it  was 
brought  in,  he  had  no  doubt  but  all  objections  that  had 
made  to  it  were  now  obviated.     However,  as   he  tF 
the  bill  was  of  great  importance,  in  order  that  gentlea 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  confidering  it  in  its  ; 
ilate,  he  would  move  "  That  the  Committee  for  goii 
"  the  farther  confideration  of  the  bill,  be  poftponed  ti 
"  day  fortnight,*  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Dundas  moved  for  copies  of  certain  letters  that 
pafled  between  the  Government  at  Calcutta,  and  Govefli 
Hollond  at  Madras,  which  were  ordered  accordingly 

Adjourned. 

Thurfday,  2$tb  February* 
No  debate  occurred. 
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Friday,  %$tb  February. 

Mf.  Chancellor  Pitt  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  a 
meffagefroro  His  Majefty  to  this  Houfe,  figned  by  His  Ma- 
jfefty,  and  he  prefented  the  fame  to  the  Houfe;  it  Was  read 
hj  the  Speaker,  and  is  as  follows,  viz/ 

GEORGE   R. 

His  Majefty  thinks  it  proper  to  acquaint  the  Houfe  of  Commons f 
Att  it  appears  to  His  Majefty ,  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
tSs  Majefty's  fubjecls  in  his  province  of  Quebec ,  that  the  fame 
faddbe  divided  into  two  feparate  provinces ,  to  be  called  the  pro- 
vince of  Upper  Canada,  and  the  province  of  Lower  Canada;  and 
that  it  is  accordingly  His  Majefty  s  intention  fo  to  divide  the  fame y 
whnever  His  Majefty /ball  be  enabled  by  acl  of  Parliament  to  ef~ 
teujh  the  ncceffary  regulations  for  the  government  of  the  faid  pro- 
wi,  His  Majefty  therefore  recommends  this  objecl  to  the  eon- 
fjLration  of  this  Houfe. 

Hit  Majefty  alfo  recommends  it  to  this  Houfe,  to  confider  of  fuch 
frwtjions  as  may  be  neceffary  to  enable  His  Majefty  to  make  a  per- 
zwtt-nt  appropriation  of  lands  in  the  faid  provinces,  for  thefuppott 
W  maintenance  of  a  P  tot  eft  ant  Clergy  within  the  fame,  in  propor- 
tion tefueh  lands  as  have  been  already  granted  within  the  fame  by 
Hit  Majefty  \  and  it  is  His  Majefty* s  defire,  that  fuch  provifion 
m\  It  made,  with  refpecl  to  all  future  grants  of  land  within  the 
fmJ provinces  rcfpecltvely,  as  may  beft  conduce  to  the  fame  objecTp 
it  proportion  to  fuch  increafe  as  may  happen  in  the  population  and  ' 
tuitivvtion  of the J aid provinces  ;  and  for  this  purpofe,  His  Majefty 
traits,  that  Juch  proviftons  or  regulations  may  be  made  by  this 
tffftje,  refpecling  all  future  grants  of  land  to  be  made  by  His  Ma- 
jgfr  Within  the  J aid provinces,  as  this  Houfe Jhall  think  fit. 

G.R. 

I  Mr  Pitt  moved,  «  That  the  Houfe  fliould  take  His  Ma- 
1  jefty's  meflTage  into*  eonfideration  on  Wednefday  next."— 
Agreed- 
Mr.  Pitt  then  moved,  "  That  a  copy  of  the  capitulation 

*  of  Canada,  together  with  a  copy  of  His  Majefty's  inftruc* 
u  tions  for  the  government  of  that  province,  fliould  be  laid 

*  upon  the  fable."     Ordered. 

Mr.  Loveden,  after  a  ihort  preface  ort  the  importance  of 
the  o&jefr  of  his  motion,  and  the  public  anxiety  on  that  fub- 
\t&,  moved,  t€  That  there  be  laid  on  the  table,  a  lift  of  the 

*  Proprietors  of  Bank  and  South  Sea  Stock,  down  to  the  3 1  ft 
u  of  January,  1780,  containing  the  amount  of  their  refpec- 

*  tive  dividends,  together  with  a  defcription  of  their  perfons, 
r  as  correfl  as  can  be  obtained." 

1  Mr.  Huffey  conceived,  that  the  public  advantage  would  be     j^fr# 

tre  contorted,  by  bringing  down  the  lift  to  the  year  1785.  Huffey. 
therefore  moved  an  amendment  to  that  efieft, 
r  Vol- XXVIII.  3H  Mr. 
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Mr.  Mr.  Thornton  (Bank  Director)  oppqfed  this  amend 

Thornton  He  obferved,  that  by  bringing  the  lift  down  fo  far  as 
year  17859  adefcription  otperfons  would-be expofed to 
public  view  who  djd  not  wifti  to  be  .known. 
Mr.  Mr.  Huffey  did  not  fee  that  it  was  the  bufinefs  of  Gov 

guffejr.  ment  to  fecond  the  crt>oked  fubtilty  of  individuals.  No  i 
neft  man,  in  his  opinion,  could  feel  au  alarm  at  the  idea  | 
being  made  known.  To  affect  myftery,  whether  in  prif 
affairs,  or  in  affairs  of  Government,  indicated  fooie  la 
vice.  If  it  was  really  intended  to  give  the  perfons  cone 
an  opportunity  of  difcovering  their  property  in  the  tine 
ed  dividends,  the  lift  ought  certainly  to  be  brought  dowt| 
1785.  The  Direflort  of  the  Bank  ought  long  ago  to  " 
publifhed  this  lift.  If  a  private  banker  has  in  his  hands  a  1 
of  money  unclaimed,  he  is  bound  in  duty  to  give  public  1 
tice  of  that  fum :  and  fhali  the  Bank  of  England,  who  arel 
jdepofttaries  of  the  public  credit,  and  from  whom  the 
diftant  idea  of  diflionefty  fhould  be  far  removed,  (hall 
be  guilty  of  an  ad  of  concealment  that  would  difgrace  a] 
yate  individual  ? 

The  Houfe  then  divided  on  the  amendment}   when 
numbers  appeared  as  follow : 

Noes,  126;  Ayes,  44.     Majority  82. 
•    Mr.  Loveden's  motion  was  then  put,  and  carried  in 
affirmative. 

Mr.  Dickins,  from  the  Select  Committee,  who  were^j 
pointed  to  try.  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petit* 
Michael  Angelo  Taylor,  Efq.  and  Robert  Kingfmill, 
and  alfo  the  petition  of  the  honourable  George  Gordon,  < 
ponly  called  Lord  Haddo,  and  the  honourable  Bafil  WiU 
Douglas,  commonly  called  Lord  Daer ;  and  alfo  the 
of  the  feveral  perfons,  whofc  names  are  thereunto  fubfc 
being  inhabitants  and  houfeholders,  and  alfo  paying  fcot  \ 
bearing  lot,  within  the  borough  and  county  ofthetou 
Poole,  in  behalf  of  themfelves  and  others,  in  like 
inhabitants  and  houfeholders  within  the  faid  borough  i 
town  of  Poole ;  and  alfo,  the  petition  of  the  feveral  |_ 
whofe  names  are  thereunto  fubferibed,  burgeflj^of  the  1 
and  county  of  the  town  of  Poole,  and  entitled  to  votein^ 
election  Qt  Burgeffes  to  ferve  in  Parliament  for  the  faid  I 
and  county,  Severally  complaining  of  an  undue  election ; 
return  for  the  faid  town  and  county  of  the  town  of  ft 
informed  the  Houfe, 

That  it  appeared  tp  the  faid  Select  Committee,  that 
merits  of  the  petitions  did  in  part  depend  upon  the 
election ;  the  parties  were  therefore  required  to  delivefj 
flatements  in  writing  of  the  fight  of  election  for  which! 
refpectively  contended. 
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That,  inconfequence  thereof,  the  petitioners,  Lord  Haddd 
mod  Lord  Daer,  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  Follows : 

"  The  inhabitants  houfeholders  within  the  borough  and 

"**  county  of  the  town  of  Poole,  paying  fcot  and  bearing  lot, 

**  are,  as  fuch, 'part  of  the  corporate  body  of  the  faid  bo- 

**  rough,  and  are  legal  voters  for  the  two  Members  to  ferve 

t*  io  Parliament  for  the  fame." 

"»    That  the  petitioners,  Michael  Angelo  Taylor  and  Robert 
Tungfmill,  Efqri.  delivered  in  a  ftatement,  as  follows  : 

**  The  right  of  election  for  Members  to  ferve  in  ParJia- 
**  menr  for  the  town  and  county  of  Poole,  is  in  the  Mayor 
*  and  Burgefles  only," 

That  the  fitting  Members,  Benjamin  Lefler,  Efq,  and  the 
fconourable  Charles  Stuart,  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  fol- 
few*: 

"  The  fitting  Members  contend  that  the  right  of  election 
u  for  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament  for  the  town  and  coun- 
u  ty  of  Poole,  is  in  the  Mayor  and  Burgefles  only." 

That,  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  in  by  the  petitioners* 
Lord  Haddo  and  Lord  Daer,  the  faid  Selecl  Committee  have 
Jftermined, 

That  the  right  of  election,  as  fet  forth  in  the  faid  ftate- 
mentT  is  not  the  right  of  eledlion  for  the  faid  town  and  county 
tf  Poole. 

That,  upon  the  ftatements  delivered  in  by  Michael  An- 
weto  Taylor,  and  Robert  Kingfmtll,  Efcjr^  and  the  fitting 
Members,  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  determined, 

That  the  right  of  election  for  Members  to  ierve  in  Parlia- 
ment for  the  town  and  county  of  Poole  is  in  the  Mayor  and 
fcrgeffes  only. 

Andalfo,  that  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have  determined, 
!  That  Benjamin  Lefter,  Efq.  is  duly  elected  a  Burgefs  to 

re  in  this  prtfent  Parliament  for  the  town  and  county  of 

Ind  affo,  that  the  (aid  Seleft  Committee  have  determined, 
That  the  honourable  Charles  Stuart  is  not  duly  returned  a 
Tiber  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  town  and 
^.jity  of  Poofe; 
And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Seleft  Com  mil  tee  have  determined, 
That  Michael  Angelo  Taylor,  Efq-  one  of  the  petkioners, 
Adtxly  elected  a  Burgei*  to  ferve  in  this  prdent  Parliament 
feu  the  town  and  county  of  Poole; 
Andalfo,  that  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  determined^ 
That  Michael    Angelo  TayJnr,  Efq<  ought  to  have  been 

etaroed  a  Burgefs  to  ierve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  thg 
wn  and  county  of  Poole. 
The  Houfe  adjourned- 

3  H  2  Afuida?f 
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Monday,  l%tb  ftbruarj* 
Mr.  Hippefley  moved,  «  That  the  3#b  cl**fe  #f  atuA, 


u  made  in  the  24th  year  of  his  prefect  Majsfcy*  right  fc 
*c  read,*  and  the  fame  was  re«*d  accordingly,   vi%* 

,    tf  And  whereas  to  purfue  fchemes  of  conqueft  and  txw 

Hon  of  dominion  in    India,  are  meafures  repugnant  to  tin 

wifli,  the  honour,  and  policy  of  this  nation ;  be  it  thereby 

further  ena&ed,  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  That  it  fhallnfl 

be  lawful  for  the  Governor  General  and  Council  of  Foj 

William  aforefaid,  without  the  exprefs  command  and  jwthjj 

rity  of  the  laid  Coua  of  Directors,  or  of  the  Secret  Ow 

mittee  of  the  faid  Court  of  Diredlors,  in  any  cafe,  (< 

where  hoftilities  have  actually  been  commenced,  or 

tattoos  actually  made  for  the  commencement  of  hoftil 

again  ft  the  Britifh  nation  in  India,  or  again  ft  fome  of 

Princes  or  States  dependant  thereon,  or  whofe  territories 

faid  United  Company  fhall  be  at   fuch  time  engaged  by 

fubfiftrng  treaty  to  defend  or  guaranty)  either  todeclart 

or  commence  hoftilities,  or  enter  into  any  treaty  for  owl 

war,  again  ft  any  of  the  country  Prince?  or  States  in  If 

or  any  treaty  for  guarantying  the  poffeffions  of  any  com 

Princes  or  States;  and  that  in  fuch  cafe  it  ftiall  not  be1 

ful  for  the  faid  Governor  General  and  Couocil  to  declati 

or  commence  hoftilities,  or  enter  into  any  treaty  for  oh 

war,  agninft  any  other  Prince  or  State  than  fuch  as  (lis 

aQually  committing  hoftilities,  or   making  preparation 

aforefaid,  or  to  make  fuch  treaty  for  guarantying  the  jHf 

fions  of  any  Prince  or  State,  but  upon  the  confideotitt 

fuch  Prince  or  State  actually  engaging  to  affift  the  Con 

again  ft  fuch  hoftilities  commenced,  or  preparations  n? 

aforefaid ;  and  in  all  cafes  where  hoftilities  (hall  be  comfW 

or  treaty  made,  the  faid  Governor  General  and  Council 

by  the  moft  expeditious  means  they  can  devife,  cammm 

the  fame  unto  the  faid  Court  of  Dire&ors,  together  * 

full  ftate  of  the  information  and  intelligence  upon  wbi^ 

fliall  have  commenced  fuch  hoftilities,  or  made  fuch  Ogj 

and  their  motives  and  reafons  for  the  fame  at  large." 

Mr.  Hippefley  then  moved,  "  That  the  ift,  ad,  &* 
"  5th,  23d,  And  44th  Refolutions  of  the  Houfe  of  Co9tf 
"  oh  the  15th  of  ;Aptil,  178a,  originally  moved  bfc 
"  Dundas,  might  be  read;9'  -and  the  fame  were  rsulacM 
"JgJy-      [Vide  thw  Work,    Vol.  VII.    1782,  page  $h 

The  fundamental  principles  of  Parliament  beipg  expn 
declared  and  eftabliftied  by  thefe  documents,  Mr.  Hijjf 
jead  the  following  papers  to  the  Houfe :  * " 

«  Extm 


j 
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u  Extract*  from  the  Records  of  the   East-In&ia 
Company. 

"  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George, 

J"i-h  i77°- 
"  The  Mahrit&ac  and  Hyder  are  engaged  in  war.     The 
Mahxatia*  we  eftpetn  the  moil  dangerous  aud  formidable    . 
K    power  in  Iaoia.* 

"  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George 

March  20,   1 77 1. 
"  Is  there  a  man  who  knows  any  thing  of  Mah  ratta  faith 
and  Mahratta   principles,  that  will   doubt  of   the  part  they 
would    chufe,    or  fufped    them   of    one    fcruple   of    con- 
fcience  ¥* 

'*   Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George, 

April   18,    177  T, 
«#  We  have  repeatedly  exprefled  our  opinion  very  clearly 
K  and  fully  again  ft  an   orftnhve  alliance  with   the  MahratUf. 
I   In  this  we  are  juftified  hy    the  repeated  femi merits   of  the 
I     Court  of  Directors  for  feveral  years  pail* 

M  Court  of  Directory  May  13,    1 768- 

"  It  is  with  the  utmoil  concern  we  find  the  victory  you 

bave  gained  tends  to  involve  us  ft  ill   farther  in  this  chaos  of 

v    treaties   and  engagements.      That  you  ihould   have  recourfc 

'  to  the  Mah  rat  t  as  for  affiftance,  is  JiilJ  more  alarming*     We 

fear  all  the  harriers  of  the  Mali ratta  power  will  he  broken 

■    down/1 

.  **  Court  of  Dir  eel  or  ^  June  30,    1769. 

•*  Upon   principles  of  policy  we  wiih   for   a   peace  with 

Hyder,     For  our  policy  is  to  avoid  every  thing  that  tends  to 

i   an  incteafe  of  the  Man  ratta  power,  which    is  evidently  the 

r  misfortune  of  this  war;  for  you  are  reduced  to  the  necerTity 

W   of  being  yourfelves  the  propoferg  of  new  provinces  to  He  added 

P  Co  1  he  dominion  of  the  Mahrattass  already  potflffed  of  half 

f  the  Mogul  empire  ! — They  will  make  the  moli  u(e  they  <\u\ 

^  of  the  broils  of  others.     It  is  hy  tins  they  have  arrived  :o 

their  prefent  degree  of  power.     Our   b<  ft  policy  is  to  check 

their  growth  by  every  opportunity,  inftead  of  lending  our- 

feives  to  their   aggraudifemenr,  which  we  do  a?  otren  as  we 

f  engage  in  wars  with   the  few   remaining  chiefs   in  India  yet 

capable  of  coping  with  them." 

"   Cwrt  of  D'treflort,  March  33,    1770* 
**  The  Mahrattas  and  Hyder,   you  fay*  are  at  war.     it  is 
\   Undoubtedly  our  interefl  to  fee  the  power  of  the  Mahrattas, 
f  net  both   the  contending  parties,  weakened,  hut  by    no 

meaus 
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means  to  interfere.    Every  Mahratta  that  fell  in  die  conteft 
may  be  confidered  as  one  of  our  enemies  flain  P 

««  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George^  in  Continuation. 

April  18,  1 77 1. 
"  The  danger  of  an  alliance  with  the  Mahrattas,  or  any 
meaiure  which  may  tend  to  increafe  their  power,  are  clearly 
expreffed  in  the  fpregoing  extradis.  It  is  evident  that  their 
operations  are  not  merely  for  the  purpofe  of  colle&ing  the 
Chouty  but  their  views  are  to  conquer  the  whole  Peninfala. 
If  we  make  an  appearance  of  joining  the  Mahrattas  againft 
Hyder  (the  only  power  capable  of  making  any  oppofition  to 
them)  the  redudion  of  the  Myfore  country  to  the  Mahratta 
yoke  will  be  accelerated,  if  not  the  immediate  confequence.* 

"  Governor  and  Council  of  Fori  St.  George f  May  10,  1770. 

"  The  idea  of  binding  the  Mahrattas  by  the  ties  of  grati- 
tude and  honour,  we  believe  never  yet  entered  into  the  ima- 
gination of  any  politician  in  India,  except  the  Nabob  and  his 
Majeily's  Minifter.  We  readily  allow,  and  are  but  too  well 
Convinced,  that  the  power  of  the  Mahrattas  is  much  to  be 
dreaded,  and  that  nothing  but  the  oppofition  they  meet  with 
in  the  reduction  of  Myfore  can  hinder  them  from  over-run-  . 
ning -the  Payen  Ghaut;  but  their  only  motive  for  defiring 
our  aififtance  is,  that  they  may  complete  the  redu&ion  of  My- 
fore,, by  the  capture  of  Syringapatam  and  Bangalour,  and  it 
will  be  difficult  to  accomplifli  it  without  the  aid  of  fome  Eu- 
ropean force. — Shall  we  then  affift  in  the  removal  of  the  only 
bar  to  the  invafion  of  the  Carnatic  r  In  aggrandifing  the* 
power,  already  too  great,  in  acceleratfng  the  ruin  of  Hyder, 
who  at  prefent  Hands  as  a  Ikreen  between  us  and  them,  aai  • 
expofe  the  fafety  of  the  Carnatic  to  their  mercy,  oh  the  weak 
hope,  that  their  gratitude  and  honour  will  reft  rain  them  from 
completing  the  conqueftof  the  Peninfula,  by  the  addition  of 
the  Payen  Ghaut  to  their  acquifition  of  Myfore.  , 

"  Let  us  for  a  moment  adopt  the  convenient  doflrineoE 
political  neceffity,  and  put  the  treaty  with  Hyder  out  of  th^ 
queftion. — The  Mahrattas  have  obtained  deciflve  advantaged 
againft  the  Jauts  and  Rohillas,  and  poffefied  themfelves  tf 
the  greateft  part  of  the  countries  dependant  on  thofe  tribes— 
They  are  in  adual  pofleffipn  of  Delhi — Matters  of  the  perfa* 
of  the  King's  fon ;  and  have  invited  the  Mogul  himfelf,  witfc 
profefiions  of  great  attachment,  to  take  pofleflion  of  tto 
throne  of  his  anceftors. 

"  The  aim  of  the  Mahratta  Gorveoment  has  been  for 
feme  time  at 'the  conqueft  of  all  Hindoftan. — All  their  opcrr 
tions,  fmce  Madcroo's  acceffion,  have  been  manifeftlj  a»J 
Uniformly  dire&ed  to  that  end.     It  is  a  natural  policy  tod* 

prive 
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prive  as  of  the  influence  of  the  king's  name  with  his  perfon. 
— It  this  a  jundure  for  us  to  ftrengthen  the  hands  of  the  Mah- 
rattas, who  want  but  our  afllftance  to  complete  the  redac- 
tion of  both  the  Carnatics ;  who  are  only  prevented  by  the 
oppofition  of  Myfore  from  uniting  all  their  efforts  and  pour- 
ing all  the  numerous  forces  of  their  empire  on  that  part  of 
the  Company's  pofleffions  on  which  their  very  being  de- 
pends ?— Can  we,  the  fervants  of  the  Company,  in  oppo- 
sition to  their  neareft  interefts  and  in  defiance  of  their  pe- 
remptory commands,  aflent  to  fuch  a  propofition? — Can  his 
Mayfly's  Minifter  perfift  in  fo  fatal  a  counfel  ?  Yes,  for  the 
Nabob  has  told  him,  that  the  peace  of  the  Carnatic  (which 
h  the  obje&  of  his  miffion)  depends  on  our  arming  them  (the 
Mahrattas)  with  the  moft  effe&ual  means  of  invading  it  by 

•  affiftmg  in  the  deftfudlian  of  Hyder  Ally ! 

*  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George,  to  Sir  J.  Lindfay. 

2<)tbMay,  1771, 
u  Mtdarow  (the  Mahratta)  while  he  was  negotiating  with 

the  Nabob  of  the  Carnatic,"  touching  an  union,  united  with 

the  Subah  in  an  intended  invafion  of  the  Carnatic. 
I    u  The  claim  of  the  Mahrattas  on  the  Carnatic  for  the 
(Chout  has  been  aflerted  whenever  it  was  convenient  to  them, 
jand  twice  of  late  years  it  has  been  compromifed  with  them. 

We  believe  the  Mahrattas  had  rather  have  oui  afliftance  now 
/than  the  Chout,  becaufe  by  our  afliftance  they  hope  to  fub- 

Joe  Hyder  Ally,  and  that  done,  what  (hall  prevent  them 
'from  getting  the  Chout,  and  probably  the  Carnatic  itfelf." 

t*  Sir  J.  Lindfay  to  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George9 
\  I2tb  June,   177 1. 

\ ,  The  whole  of  the  Nizam's  conduS,  added  to  his  natural 
&hara£ter,  make  him  but  a  very  precarious  friend/' ' 

►  iC  Sir  J.  L'*ndfay  to  ditto  (again.) 

*  The  Subahdar  ot  the  Deckan  is  but  a  very  precarious 
end,  and  has  (hewn  his  difpotition  fufficiently  to  fufpe& 
at  he  will  take  the  firft  opportunity  to  break  with  the  Com- 

I  Gwernor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George's  obfervation  on  Sir 
f  J*  L.'s  letter  of  the  1  2th  of  June. 

\  u  We  look  on  the  Nizam,  not  as  a  precarious  friend,  hut 
II 2  ferret  enemy,  both  to  the  Company  and  to  the  Nabob." 

*  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George  to  Sir  R.  Harland. 

Dec.  23,  1 77 1. 

1  a  There  is  not  a  power  in  India,  we  believe,  that  doubts 

1  their  (Mahrattas)  projedt  to  fubjugate  the  whole  Penin- 

fh.     The  Company,  jealous  of  their  growing  power,  have 

2  perfifled 


fa  PARLIAMENTARY  A.tftt. 

perfifted  for  many  years  uniformly  in  f*eo*H»*rf<fthg  tfratotd 
whatever  might  tend  to  its  increale.* 

"  Court  of  bit  riots,  Jpril  5,  1768. 

"  We  are  very  much  alarmed  to  find  your  treaties  and  ne- 
gotiations have  produced  effe&s  fo  contrary  to  your  expec- 
tations, and  which  threaten  fuch  dangerous  consequence*. 
It  confirms  us  in  the  opinion  we  have  exprefled  in  our  ievc-    ! 
ral  letters,  of  the  danger  of  extending  our  pojfefftons,  and  *fdr    \ 
bonces  and  engagements  with  the  country  powers,  ] 

««  The  treachery  of  the  Suhah's  conduit  frees  you  from  any  * 
engagements  you  have  entered  into  with  him/ 


4t  Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  Gkorge, 

Dec.  5,  1771.  j 
u  There  is  no  point  has  been  more  attentively  drttufled  bf  j 
the  feveral  Presidencies  than  that  now  before  us,  and  no  eat* 
in  which  we  have  more  clearly  and  expreffly  concurred  in  \ 
opinion.  We  could  never,  therefore,  be  justified  in  an  al- 
liance with  the  Mahrattas,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  fcnti* 
ments  of  the  other  Presidencies,  and  after  a  clear  and  ttaoti 
feft  convi&ion  of  the  danger  of  fuch  a  meafure."  I 

"  Ditto  (in  continuation.) 

"  No  man  can  doubt  but  the  views  of  the  Mahrattas  «*fc 
dently  tend  to  the  fubjedion  of  all  India*    Their  pi 
would  be  anfwered  in  feveral  ways,  if  We  could  be  p 
onto  fend  the  Company  s  troops  to  their  ajjiftancc\  it  would 
fure  10  them  the  conqueft  of  the  My  lore  country.     If 
once  join  them,  we  muft  not  exped  our  labour  to  end  wit 
the  redu&ion  of  Myfore  ;    we  muft  follow  them 
they  pleafe  to  carry  us,  or  fight  our  way  back  through 
and  thus  our  ftrengtfy  being  wafted  in  making  conquefts, 
acquiring  wealth  and  ftrength  for  them,  what  (hall  aft 
give  protedion  to  the  Carnatic  V9 

"  The  Nabob  will  anfwer  it  in  two  words,  and   the 
Plenipotentiary  would  echo  back  his  reply,  *  Mahrattaft 
Of  all  the  faithlefs  powers  on  earth,  the  Mahratta  is  the 
faithlefs ;  and  fhall  we  fubmit  our  necks  to  fuch   a  y 
Hyder  Ally  was  the  power  in  the  South  heft  able  to 
ft  and  their  efforts,  and  oppofe  their  defigns;  the  red' 
of  him,  therefore,  they  looked  upon  as  a  neceflary  ftepl 
their  views  of  univerfal  conqueft. 

"  The  Deckan  has -but  Kttle  power,  and  would 
an  eafy  prey  to  them. 

l€  We  have,  in  our  deliberations  on  this  fuhjed,  freque 
declared  it  as  our  opinion,  that  the  fupportingof  Hyder 
lv,  as  a  harrier  to  the  Mahratta  Power,  would  Lrnd   the 


Mr. 

Francis. 
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efft&ually  to  fecure  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  this  pro- 
vince," v  ' 

■  Mr.  Hippefley  then  declared,  that  it  was  with  extreme  diflS-  Mr. 
eolty  he  had  been  able  to  accomplish  even  this  part  of  the  Hippefley. 
~nefs,  which  he  had  voluntarily  undertaken,  but  to  which, 
Dm  extreme  ill  health,  he  now  found  himfelf  utterly  un- 
gual ;  but  he  lamented  his  own  immediate  misfortune  the 
on  this.occafion,  as  he  was  fure  the  public  fervice 
aid  not  fuffer  by  it.  The  office  and  duty,  which  he  found 
afelf  incapable  of  performing,  would  devolve  into  better 
ds-  He  was  fure  that  an  honourable  friend  near  hi  in 
Id  give  the  Houfe  every  necdlary  explanation,  and  do 
lice  to  the  fubjecl.  To  his  care,  therefore,  he  fhould 
irely  leave  it,  and  deliver  to  him  the  fever&l  motions, 
bich  he  had  intended  to  lay  before  the  Houfe, 
f*Mr.  Franch  faid,  that  he  ihould  not  decline  the  talk, 
i^didably,  but  very  unfortunately,  impofed  upon  him  ; 
tfce  fame  time  he  muft  reprefent  to  the  Houfe,  what 
ftri£Hy  and  literally  true,  that  he  was  unprepared  for 
elttuation  in  which  he  now  found  himfelf.  fie  had  not 
sti  that  any  thing  more  would  have  been  e*p*£ted  of 
bat  to  fecond  the  motions,  and  fuppotf  the  flatements 
arguments  of  his  honourable  friend,  or,  at  theutmoft, 
"ipply  what  Mr.  Hippefley  might  have  inadvertently 
In  thefecircumftances,  he  thought  be  hud  a  claim 
allowance ;  he  hoped,  at  Iean\  f  hat  he  fhould  be 
rith  indulgence*  He  then  faid,  ,1  am  too  well  ac- 
nththe  temper  of  the  Houfe,  mid  indeed  with  the 
ition  of  the  nation  at  large,  in  refuel  to  Indian  quef- 
to  think  of  exciting  their  attention  to  the  pre  fen  t 
b^  affirming  generally,  that  it  tg  of  very  great 
nice*  The  proportion  would  be  readily  agreed  to 
fides;  it  would  be  admitted  without  difpute,  and  as 
■p  it  was  admitted,  that  moment  it  would  be  di fear  led* 
er  fliall  1  attempt  to  engage  your  attention,  by  aflert- 
it  the  fubjeft  is  fpeciaily  important  to  the  well  being  of 
>- India  Company,  1  know  by  experience  with  what 
that  aflenion  would  be  granted,  with  how  much  can- 
would  be  acknowledged,  and  With  what  phi  to  To  phi* 
ifference  it  would  be  inftantly  ior^ott^n  ;  nor  indeed, 
ivfelf  think  ii  quite  true,  With  refpef)  to  the  t  ran f- 
before  us,  the  India  Company  Is  in  ei}e£l  a  dead  body  ; 
peace  in  India  are  to  them  little  more  than  a  poflhu- 
tqueftion.  In  thecondutf  of  their  own  affairs,  they 
1  difcretion ;  in  the  eve nt,  they  have  no  concern*— 
beyond  the  reach  of  all  human  calamity.  But  af- 
the  day  will  come>  when,  if  not  to  your  forrow,  you 
ind  it  to  your  colt,  that  they  are  alive  again ;  when 
r«»i,„  XXVIII.  3 1  they 
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they  will  rife  and  appear  at  your  bar,  like  a  corpfe  fallc 
»  vermin,  with  their  debts  and  diftreffes  in  perfeft  life  and* 

tivity,  to  be  paid  and  relieved  at  the  expence  of  the  natw 
Leaft  of  all,  Sir,  {hall  I  attempt  to  intereft  either  yow  jjj 
dence  or  your  paffions,    by  urging   you  to.  belief^  A 
the  fate  of  India  is  at  flake;    that    provinces  and* 
doms  in  that  diftant  region  are  likely  to  be  laid 
that  thoufands  of  our  innocent  fellow*  creatures  muft 
riih  in   this  quarrel;   nay  that,    in   any  poffible  cafe 
that  of  inftant   and  complete  fuccefs,  your  own  Gof 
merits  there  are  likely  to  be  reduced  to  the  extremity  c 
trefs.     I  am  too  well  acquainted  with  the  difpofitioo  of 
Houfe,  and  of  this  country,  to  expeft  that  obje&s, 
mote  as  you  conceive  thefe  to  be  from  your  own  k 
diate  interefts,  fhould  be  thought  worthy  of  your  c* 
Of  what  confequence  is  the  ruin  of  India  to  us  ?  Oar  j 
is  fafe.     The  mifchief  cannot  reach  us;  we  can  never 4 
volved  in  it. — On  that  queftion,  however,  t  am  at  iff* 
this  Houfe  and  with  the  nation;  on   that  queftion  I  * 
to  be  attended  to,  becaufe  I  know  you  love  yourfehl 
This  war,  I  affirm,  can  no  way  be  fupported,  no,  not 
at  the  outfet,  but  by  men  and  money  from  England, 
truth  of  this  aflertion  is  brought  home  to  you  by  1 
rity,  which  you  cannot  difpute;   by  evidence,  whicfc 
cannot  refift.     I  (hall  prove  to  you  that  India  does  not; 
fefs  the  means  of  fupporting  the  war  a  (ingle  hour,  h 
incurring  debts,  which  muft  be  paid  by  England.    If  I 
true,  and  if,  as  I  {hall  ihew  you,  the  expences  oflittk 
than  half  a  campaign  are  already  enormous ;  that  ia 
Mature  they  are  incapable  of  limitation ;  need  1  call  qp 
nation,  need  I  call  upon  you,  who  are  the  guardians' 
public   property,  the  only  thing  the   Public  cares  § 
confider  well  the  caufe§  and  the  confequences  of  this  «1 
You  deceive  yourfelves,  if  you  think  that  this  is  notbfl 
an  Indian  queftion.     Loaded  as  we  are  with  burdens-4 
under  taxation — when  the  heart   of  the   country  is  f 
when  its  fpirit  is  fo  fubdued,  that,  for  the  fake  of  fee 
rigorous  exa£tion  of  a  falling  revenue,  we  fubmit  to 
fpeftion  and  control  of  the  Officers  of  Government  4 
domeftic  liberty,  over  the  rrjoft  indifferent  actions  inf 
Gtconomy,  how  will  the  people  endure  to  be  taxed,  a 
muft  be,  for  the  fupport  of  a  war  in  India ?  CompK 
which,  if  it  fliould  be  extended  to  any  considerable  loo 
War  with  Spain  would  be  a  bleffing;  a  war  inGenni 
even  in  America,  would  hardly  be  a  calamity.    Thil 
real  fubje£t  of  the  debate.     I  {hall  deliver  my  opinio! 
fully  and  freely,  without  refpelt  of  perfons,  butwithd 
tended  difrefpeft  to  any  man.     I  have  no  perfenal  iaM 
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the  queftron,  beyond  that  which  belongs  to  every  member  of 
the  community.  Yet  while  1  make  that  declaration,  Sir,  I 
Cannot  but  feel  that  I  am  fubmitting  to  fome  diminution  of 
toy  right  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  to  fome  invafion  of  the 
Cboftitutional  freedom  of  debate  in  this  Houfe;  as  if  a  pre- 
face or  apology  were  neceflary  to  Ihefler  a  general  opinion 
flpon  3  public  meafure,  from  the  imputation  of  a  peribnal  re- 
Indian.  But  I  know  it  to  be  neceffary ;  for  fuch  are  the 
jjmes  we  live  in*  Perfonal  character  is  no  way  concerned  in 
the  defence  or  condemnation  of  the  preient  war.  We  are 
tojudge  of  actions,  not  of  peribns;  and  furely  \  have  a  right 
to  contend  that,  as  no  general  imputation  of  mifconducl  tan 
■peach  the  propriety  of  a  particular  a6r,  To  no  opinion  of 
•ftvate  character,  however  honourable,  fhould  be  fuffered  to 
M  fhted,  much  Lefs  to  be  inter  poled*  for  the  protection  of 
Itneafure  that  ought  to  be  condemned.  If  you  mean  to  form 
1  (bund,  compiehenfive  judgement  of  the  merits  of  this  war, 
muA  allow  me,  for  a  moment,  to  carry  you  b;tclc  to 
ar  principles.  Remember,  then,  what  you  have  lb  often 
rd  from  others,  what  you  have  fo  often  faid  yourfelves, 
it  a  Governor  who  makes  war  in  India,  when  w;*r  cm  be 
oided,  not  only  violates  the  general  truft  and  duty  of  his 
ice,  but  afts  in  the  face  of  pofitivc:  authority,  and  even 
1  defiance  of  legal  prohibition.  Since  the  period,  at  *"nich 
condition  in  India,  delivered  from  the  fluctuations 
nterprife  and  adventure,  had  fettled  into  a  folid  territo- 
I  tftubhfhrnent,  the  wil'dom  of  this  count rv»  and  of  evert 
ver  and  perfon  concerned  in  the  con  duel  of  the  India 
impany's  affairs,  Dircflors,  Proprietor,  and  M«r.ifters of 
!  Crown,  under  every  Adrnini  A  rat  ion,  have  held  hut  one 
guage  to  otir  Governors  abroad — (*  We  pofitiviiy  forbid 
»ou  to  rftajce  orFenlWe  wars,  or  to  engage  in  alliances 
rhich  may  lead  you  into  fuch  wars,  under  any  pretence 
ihatfoever-  All  we  defire  is,  to  pieferve  what  we  pof- 
( s ;  we  difdaim  and  prohibit  every  farther  acquisition 
:  territory,  not  only  by  conqueft  but  by  any  other  means,** 
en  it  appeared  that  theifc  injunctions,  were  meffefiu.il,  and 
:  pretence*  were  perpetually  fet  up  to  elude  or  difobey 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  the  year  1782,  at  the  fpe- 
inftance  of  the  honourable  gentleman  *  opjofite  to 
did  that  which  we  never  did  before*  We  ratified 
code  of  political  laws,  drawn  up  by  that  gentleman, 
r  the  government  of  India,  which  had  no  other  effential 
*;&  but  the  prohibition  of  war  and  ennqueft,  and  the  per- 
ktu  fecurity  of  peace*  Evei  thefe  parliamentary  decla* 
oos  were  fuppofed  to  he  infufficient*     In  two  years  after- 
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wards,  the  Legiflature  itfelf  was  called  a  pen  to  declare,  and 
did  declare,  "  That  to  purfue  fchemes  of conqueft  and  extent 
"  fion  of  dominion  in  India,  were  meafu res  repugnant  to  die 
"  wi(h,  the  honour,  and  the  policy  of  this  nation."  Didyoa 
mean  this  for  a  real,  effective,  fubftantial  inftrudion,  to  he 
received  without  cavil,  to  be  obeyed  without  equivocation; 
or  did  you  mean  nothing  but  to  furnifti  your  Govtrnors  wit! 
a  problem  for  difpate,  with  a  metaphyfical  propofirion,  toh 
debated  and  whittled  away  to  nothing  by  cunning  fophiftrj 
,  %    and   logicnl   diftincl ions  ?— When  this  claufe,  with  the ex< 

ceptions  attached  to  it,    was  originally  propofed,  I  ftated 
jny  opinion  of  it  to  the  Houfe,  in  the  following  terms s-i 
"  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  the  claufe  in  queftion  does  all  tU 
'       "  can  be  done  by  mere  legiflative  prohibition,  to  put  a  fifij 
"  to  fuch  meafures  in  future.     Yet  I  very  much  fear,  tn 
"  the  general  rule  will  be  defeated  by  the  exception  that  at 
"  tends  it.     The  Governor  General  and  Council  are  not  t| 
*<  make  war^or  to  commence  hoftilities  againft  any  of  tty 
"  country  powers,  unlefs  fuch  powers  Jhall  be  aftually 
"  preparations  for  the  commencement  of  bojiilities  againji  us 
**  our  allies.     I  beg  leave  to  affure  the  Houfe  that,  wheni 
**  the  Governor  General  and  Council  are   difpnfed  to  n 
<c  war  upon  their  neighbours,  they  can  at  all  times  fcbrii 
*'  a  cafe  to  fuit  their  purpofe,  and   fend  home  a  mafs  of  in 
"  controvertible  evidence  to  fupport  it.*     My  opinion  r~ 
and  is,  that  when  Parliament  found  it  ncceflary  to  do,  in 
in  fiance  of  India,  what  it  had  never  done  in  an y^ other, 
limit  the  executive  power  by  a  legiflative  declaration  on  I 
fubje&  of  war  and  peace,  it  fbould  have  left  its  prohibits 
abfolute,  like  one  of  the  commandments,  Thou  Jhah  d$i 
murder.     It  ftiould   not   have  fuppofed,  much  lefs  fhould 
have  dated,  fundry  cafes  of  exception  to  its  own  fundamei 
tal  rule.     The  burden   of  a  fpecial  juftification  on  the  ca 
fhould  have  been  thrown  upon  the  parties.      Have  they  fiffl 
cient  caufe?  —  let  them  lheW  it  if  they  can.     Prima  faciei 
prefumption  of  breach  of  truft  and  duty,  lies  againft  the  G« 
vernor  who  makes  war.     The  utmoft  he  can  do,  is  to  juftfl 
againft  it.     By  fpecifying  the  exceptions  in  the  body  of  A 
prohibition,  you  have  taught  your  Governors  how  to  fd 
low  your  words,  while  they  defeat  your  intention.    On  A 
prefeut  occafion,  T  fee  nothing  wanting,  except  a  little  inf 
nuity.     The  evidence  is  not   fabricated,  as  it  might  ha* 
been,     to    fupport  the-  cafe.     Thefe   authorities,  aud  ertm 
other  that  I  am  acquainted  with  on  the  fubje<9,  afluniforw 
ly  together,  to  eftablifh   and   to   perpetuate,    ifpoffible^ 
pacific  fyftem    of  Government    in  India.      Let  us  fee  m 
what  manner  meafures  have    been    adapted    to  principkH 
I  panaiot  truft  entirely  to  the  profeflions  of  men  in  officej] 
A  x   .  tlidr 
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their  anions  are  to  me  the  only   teft  of  their  fincerity. 
Surely,  Sir,  it  ought  to  be  unneceflary  for   me  to   declare 
in  this  place,     that   nothing  can    be  more    foreign   from 
my  opinion  and  intention,  than  a  wifh  to  leflen  the  honours 
due  to  the  military  profeffi on.     I  have  the  hanpinefs  to  be 
conneded  in  friendihip  with   many   who  belong  to  it,  and 
among  thefe  there  are  perfons,  whom  in  this  world  I  efteem 
and  refpe&the  moft.     But  I  will  not  depart  fo  widely  from 
public  principles,  from  what  I  take  to  be  confiitutional  doc- 
.  trine  in  this  country,  and  from  the  plain  and  obvious  di  (Sates 
of  reafon,  as  to  concur  in  an  opinion  practically  profefled  by 
[  the  prefent  Adminiftration,  that  none  but  military;  men  are 
I  proper  to  be  trufted  with  the  civil  government  of  our  pro- 
vinces abroad,  or  that  the  civil  and  military  power  in  thofe 
f  Governments  ought,  in  conftitutionaj  prudence,  f  be  united 
I  in  the  fame  hand*     This  is  no  refie&ion  on  the  character  of 
£  any  individual.     Your  fyftem  is  pacific,  and  you  appoint  fol- 
^ien  to  keep  the  peace.     You  place  a  general  officer  over  the 
"  Dmenfe  civil  as  well  as  military  government  of  Bengal ;  a 
eral  officer  over  the  Carnatic ;  a  general  officer  at  Bom- 
ay,    Now,    Sir,  with  every  allowance  for  exceptions   of 
oic  virtue,  which  of  courfe  muft  be  rare  virtue,  is  it  in 
'  rational  theory  to  be  expe&ed,  that  the  prefervation  of 
ffeace  fliall    be  the  favourite  paffion,  the  predominant  prin- 
ple  of  men,  educated  in  a  camp,  and  whofe  education  muft 
[We  failed,  if  it  has  not  given  a  warlike  bent  to  their  dif- 
Stion.     In  the  execution  of  military  meafures,  the  gallant 
rit,  that  animates  the  profeffion  of  arms,  fhould  be  truft- 
1  without  referve  ;  but,"  in  the  previous  deliberation  between 
ar  and  peace,  I  do  not  hefitate  to  fay,  that  it  is  the  laft  to 
Jconfulted.    Thefe  are  among  the  fteps,  by  which  the  free- 
of  mankind  is  invaded  or   betrayed.     From  a  civil  to 
i  military,    from  a  military  to  an  arbitrary  Government, 
gradations  are   eafy,     the  tranfition   will  be    rapid. — 
fame    fads,  which  counteradt   principles  to-day,  will 
precedents  to-morrow,    and    principles   the    day  after. 
:  the  nation   look  to   it.     The  extremities  are  the  firft 
*  mortify,  but  not  the  laft.     If  there  beany  political  lo- 
in the  prefent  pra&ice,  it  leads   you  to  this  conclufion, 
t,  in  the  a&ual  conduct  of  a  war,  civil  Governors,  Ma- 
ates,  and   Peace  Officers,  are  the  fitteft  perfons   to  be 
nployed.     Your  principle,  if  you  have  any,  binds  you  to 
apy  every  man  in  the  bufinef*,  which  he  does  not  under- 

, id*  * 

.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  compare  the  late  tranfa&ions  with  the 
fyftem  recommended  by  every  authority,  and  ratified  by 
very  power,  in  this  kingdom,  for  the  government  of  In- 
fea,    If  that  fyftem  has  any   weight  with  you,  you  can* 

not 
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not  but  conclude  with  me,  and  it  is  the  only  general  prin- 
ciple whith  I  /hall  defire  you  to  admit,  that  to  make  warm 
India  is  not  to  be  juftified  on  any  ground,  but  that  of  un- 
avoidable and  irrefiftible  neceffity>:  I  mean  the  abfolute  «- 
ceffity  of  defence ;  there  is  no  other.     Prove  that  fuch  need* 
fity  exifted ;  fliew  plainly  that  the  war  could  no  way  be 
avoided;  and  then  1  fhall  fubmit,  as  all  men  muftdo,  toaa 
evil  without  a  remedy.        It   is    not  pretended,   that  tke 
hoftilities  committed    by  Tippoo   Sultan,  whether  juft  or 
unjuft,  were  directed  againft  any  part  of  the  BritiA domi- 
nion.    His  aggreffion,   whatever  it  may  be,  confifts  in  at- 
tacking our  ally  the  Rajah  of  Travancore.    'Whether  heot 
the  Rajah  be   the  aggreffor  in  this  quarrel,    is  a  material 
queftion,   though   not  conclufive  on  our  conduit.     I  meat1 
to  bring  it  fairly  into  view.     But,  firft  of  all,  let  me  ob- 
ferve   to  you,    that  there  is  a  paper  on  your   table,  whidi 
many  gentlemen,    I   believe,    never  heard  of,   but  whick 
you   ought  to   take  the  trouble  of  reading,     fince,   in  ji 
probability,    you  will    be  called  upon,  ere  long,    to  gtHj 
your  fanclion  to  the  contents  of  it ;  I  mean,  the  treaties  of  akj 
fiance,  offinjhe  and  defenfive,  lately  concluded  with  theMab* 
rattas  and  the  Nizam.     That  war  and  conqueft  fhould  betki 
objeft  of  an  offentive  alliance,    is  nor  extraordinary  :  but  it  it 
indeed  ext  aordinary,  that  a  Brit i fli  Governor  fhould  pn* 
fefs  that  thsacquifition  of  territory  in  India  was  his  obje&faj 
making  war;  that  he  fhould  propofe  or  think  of  a  new  par* 
tition  of  dominion,  or  that  he  mould  even  accept  of  anew 
tenfion  of  territory,  if  it  were  offered  him.     We  poflefsmwi 
already  than  we  know  how  to   govern,  or  perhaps  mayM 
able  to  defend  ;  and  the  Legiflature  has  declared  to  yourGrfj 
Ternors,  but  has  declared   to   them  in  vain,  that  thefe  arf 
nteafures  repugnant  to  the  with ,  the  honour ',  and  the  policy  o/M 
nation.     Shall    I  be  told  that,  on   my  principles,  an  attac 
i.  not  to  be  repelled  ;  that  hoftilities  preparing,    though* 
commenced,  are  not  to  be  counteracted  ;  or  that  an  unjtt 
invader,  who  fails  in  his  attempt,  is  to  fuffer  nothing  bat  l^ 
puife  ?  The  conclufion  would  beabfurd.  I  deny  and  difdai 
it.  «  Defence  is  not  only   your   right,  but  your  duty:  tfc 
right  of  defence  includes  that  of  attack  ;  but,   in  no  cafe^  J* 
you  to  aim  at  the  acquifition  of  territory.     If  the  event* 
the  war  fhould  leave  you  the  power  of  mflicYmg  a  penalty 
before  1  fit  down  I  fhall  mew  you  what  it  ought  tobe.  Til 
gentlemen  employed  in  concluding  thefe  treaties,  have* 
ceived  a  mark  of  honojr  from  the  Crown;  and,  in  foilowir 
their  inftru&ions,  I  prefume  they  have  deferved  it.    Ail 
any  difficulties  they  had  to  overcome,  we  have  no  infon 
tion,  n6r  am  I  able  to  form  a  conjeftufe  on  the  fubjeft. 
jthis  I  knjw,  that  the  Indian  Princes  have  an  extreme  f 
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Jity  in  entering  into  (uch  engagements :  they  make  no  diffi- 
culties in  the  firfk  initanee,  nor  will  they  alter  their  tone, 
until  they  fee*us  fo  engaged  and  committed,  that  we  cannot 
retreat*    Look  at  thefe  treaties,  and  con  fid  er  for  a  moment 
what  their  prof effed  object  is,  and  what  it  ought  to  be.  You 
would  naturally  expeft,  that  as  Tippoo's  invafion  of  the  ter- 
ritories of  Travancore,  is  ftated  to  be  the  caufe  and  nmmenci- 
m*t  of  the  war,  the  defence  of  the  Rajah,  the  reparation  doe 
to  him,  and  his  future  fecurity,  would  have  been  fpecially 
provided  for:  yet  you  will   find  that,  iu  thefe  treaties,  his 
name  is  not  once  mentioned.     There  is  not  a  fingle  word 
that  alludes  to  the  caufe  of  the  quarrel,  or  from  which 
you   cm  infer  that  the    interefts  of  the   Raj.ih   were  ever 
i    thought  of-     On  the  apparent   principles  of  the  treary,  we 
I    hid  juft   as  good  a   right   to    form    an   ofTrnfive    alliance 
apmfl   Tippoo  Sultan,    if  Travancore  had  not  exiited,  as 
we  have  at  prefent.      All  we  are  to  collect  from  the  treaties 
is*  that  Tippoo  is  the  common  enemy  ;  that  having  engage- 
ments with  the  three  contra  fling  powers  v  be  has  acledwth  infidt- 
i    %  to  them  all ;  that  uv  ought  to  punijh  him*  and  deprive  htm  of 
I   the  means  $f  difiurbing  the  general  tranquillity  in  future.     But 
f  bow  is  this  to  tie  done  ?  by  a  general  partition  ot  his  country, 
or  of  as  much  as  we  can  conquer,  between  the  three  contrail* 
Mg  parties*     The  interefts  of  the  wretched  Rajah,  whom  we 
iVtup  as  the  (talking  horfeof  the  war,  and  who,  in  the  firft 
infbnce,  (though,  in  my  opinion,  very  defervedly)    fritters 
null  by   it,  are  not  only  abandoned  in  the  treaties,  but  ut- 
terly forgotten*     Another  omiiTion  in  thefe  treaties  very  well 
deferves  your  notice*      One  of  the   articles   autbnrifes  the 

I  Governor  General  to  require  from  the  Nizam  and  the  Mah- 
f  nttas,  that  they  fhall  furnifh  him    (jointly,  I  fuppofe,  for 

the  quotas  are  not  limited  a-;  they  fhould  have  been)  with  ten 
'  thoufand  horfe,  on  a  month's  previous  notice,  the  pay  of  the 
i  Jsid  cavalry  U  he  defrayed  mmtbiy  by  the  honourable  Company* 
f  You  would  conclude,  of  courfe,  that  in   an   article,  which 

I I  provides  for  the  hire  of  a  body  of  foreign  troops,  and  which 
ineffefl  is  afubfidy  treaty,  the  terms  (hould  befpecified,  the 
amount  of  the  fubfidy  diftinftly  ftated*  But  if  this  be  your 
couclufion,  you  will  find  yourfelves  deceived.  The  next 
words  are,  at  the  rate  and  on  the  conditions  hereafter  to  be  fettled* 

Vi-need  not  tell  yuu,  that  there  nevec  yet  was  an  example  of 
a  fubfidy  treaty,  in  which  the  rate  and  conditions  were  not 
fpecifkally  agreed  on  ;  they  belong  to  the  efTence  of  the 
agreement,  The  omiflion  of  them  not  only  makes  that  part 
ft  the  treaty  nugatory  ;  it  not  only  leaves  it  in  the  power  of 
the  other  party  to  defeat  your  requisition,  by  cavilling  about 
the  pay  and  conditions,  or  by  making  fuch  an  unreafonable 
demand,  as  you  cannot  accede  to;  but  it  lays  the  foundation 
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of  a  future  quarrel  between  the  contracting  parties.    You  t 
have  left  them  at  liberty  to  grant  or  refufe ;  that  is,  to  gd«  j 
vera  their  conduit  by  the  events  of  the  war.    This  omiffioa  j 
is.  the  more  extraordinary,  becaufe,  in  the  cafe  of  our  lend*  j 
ing  the  Nizam  a  body  of  1600  fepoys,  and  fix  field  pieces, 
manned  by  Europeans,  it  is  expreffly  provided  that  the  ex- 
pence  fhall  not  Exceed  the  exa&  fum,  which  it  cofts  the  Com- 
pany to  maintain  that  force  in  the  field.     Perhaps  it  might 
not  have  been  thought  prudent  to  fuffer  the  charge  of  10,000  | 
cavalry  to  appear  on  the  face  of  the  treaty.     The  minds  of  ( 
people  at  home  might  be  flartled  at  the  amount  of  it.     Be  it 
fo.     My  hopes  of  your  taking  a  wife  refolution,  on  the  gre- 
fent  occafion,  are  principally  founded  on  your  fears.     If  yon 
are  not  to  be  convinced,  perhaps  you  may  be  deterred.     It 
is  my  buiinefs  and  duty  to  make  you  fee  the  qbjedt,  which 
the  treaty  endeavours  to  keep  out.  of  your  fight.     I  affirm* 
then,  and  I   pledge  myfelf  to  prove,  that   the  expence  of 
10,000  horfe,  with  their  officers,  baggage,  and  neceflary  at-,' 
tendants,  will  foil  very   little  fhort,  at  the  lowed  computa- 
tion, of  800,000! .  a  year,  and  I  ftate  it  moderately  at  that- 
fum  ;  .for  my  .opinion  is,  that  it  will  amount  to  much  mods. 
*    Before  1  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  war  itfelf,  allow  me 
to  ftate  to  you,  in  what  circumftances  we  engage  in  it,  and 
what  our  capacity  is  to  carry  it  on.     This  is  a  material  point, 
and  I  hope  will  meet  with  more  confideration  in  this  Houfev 
than  feems  to  have  been  given  to  it'in  India    *  In  the  delibe* 
ration  of  a  wife  Government,  this  point  fhould  have  takett 
the  lead.     To  look  for  quarrels,  which  we  are  able  to  raaia^ 
tain,  where  the  objeft  is  important,  and  the  difficulty  incon- 
fiderable,  however  barbarous   and  unjuft,  mayftill  pafs  fof 
policy  in  the  eyes  of  the  vulgar.     But  what  opinion  are  W 
to  conceive  of  the  wifdom  of  a  Government,  who  voluntarily- 
plunge  into  a  war,  beyond  all  meafure  ex  pen  five,  who  telL 
you  that  their  refources  are  exhaufted^  and  totally  inadequate  f»a| 
Jupport  the  expences  of  the  war';  that-the  importance  of  the  placet 
in  difpute  cannot  be  oppofed  to  the  ferious  confequences  ofa+tverf, 
and  that  it  is  a  contefl  that  cannot ,  even  if  attended  with  tbeuh% 
moft fttccefs,  prove  advantageous  to  our  affairs  !     I  yield  to  th* 
fanguine  hopes  held  out  to  us.     I  take  it  for  granted  in  argil* 
.  ment,  that  a  victory  is  probable,  and  a- defeat  impoffible  ;— •' 
that  we  fhall  conquer  and  divide  the  dominions   of  Tippo* 
Sultan.     On  a  contrary  fuppofition,  there  would  he  no  oc- 
cafion for  debate  :  the  event  would  fpeak  for  itfelf,  and  & 
ihould  leave  you  to  be  convinced  by  it.     The  following  att»J 
thentic  documents  require  no  comment;  they  represent  tte 
ftate  of  the  finances  of  Bengal  and  the  Carnatic  at  the  oatftCj 
of  the  war.     Bombay   is  out  of  the  queftion.     The  war  & 
a  good  thing,  and  they  are  ready  to  take  part  in  it,  efp»* 
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sally  at  they  contribute  nothing  to  the  charge*  You 
tDOW  that  even  their  peace  eftablifhment  is  fupported  by  a 
omittance  of  four  hundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year  from  the 
[mooes  of  Bengal. 

u  Mr»  Hollond  'and  Council  to  Lord  Cornwallis* 

9th  Jan.  1790. 
.  *  Your  Lordfhip  being  well  acquainted  that  the  revenues 
f  this  Prefidtncy  are  tstally  inadequate  to  the  expences  of  a 
nv,  we  /hall  avail  ourfelves  of  alj  opportunities  of  drawing 
n  your  Government  " 

"  Lord  Cornwall  is  to  John  Hoi  load,  Efq. 

30th  March*   169O. 

"  St  far  am  I  from  giving  credit  to  the  late  Government 

JTCKonomy,  in  not  making  the  neceflTary  preparations  for 

BTj  according  to   th&  pofuive  orders  of  the  Supreme  Go- 

jbwfcnr,  after  having  received  the  moft  grofs   infult  that 

fU  be  offered  to  any  nation,   [  think  it  very  poffible  that 
jtafh  of  thai  ill-judged Javing^  may  cqft  the  Company  a  cr&rt 

"  Furt  St*Gearget   yth  May7   1790. 

*c  Extract  of  Mr,  Turing's  Minute. 

Trom  what  the  Prefulent  has  experienced  fince  his  ar- 

he  muft  be  welt  acquainted  with  the  embarrafled  ftate 

1  Government*  whofe  current  charges,  even  in  times 

are  fully  equal  to   its  common  refources;  and  now 

[we  are  involved  in  a  moft  expenfive  war,  I  am  really  at 

1  to  judge,  even  whh  every  poffible  ajjiftancc  from  the  G0- 

m  ef  Bengal  by  what  mode  of  fupply  we  fhall  be  able 

ler  the  exigencies  of  the  fervice/* 

I  Com  wall  is,  in  Council*    to    Fort  St.  George,  21  ft 

June,    1790* 

h  need  not  conceal  from  you3  that  the  refources  of 

exbmvjhdi  as  they  aret  by   drains   of  various  kinds, 

;  a  long  feries  of  fucceffive  years,  could  not,  even  with 

I  of  the  utmoft  punctuality  in  his  Highnefs's  payments, 

'according  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty  concluded  with 

chibald  Campbell,  orofrhofe  of  the  proportions  made 

by  the  Court  of  Directors,  to  which  he  has  lately 

long  fupnort  ftich  expences  as  thofe  with  which  the 

war   mull  unavoidably  be  attended,  without  being  r*- 

Iftgrtat  extremity  $f  difirtfu    But  wemufl  freely  declare 

unlrfs  the  whole,  or  great  part  of  the  heavy  arrears, 

1  are  at  prefent  due  by  the  Nabob  of  Arcot  and  the  Ra- 

Tanjore,  can  be  recovered,  and  a  punctual  discharge 

E'ftipolated  propofitions  of  their  revenues  can  be  fecured 
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in  future,  for  the  general  good,  we  not  only  forcfoegj 
immediate  embarraflment  to  the  Company's  finances^ 
alfo  much  ground  for  apprehenlion,  that  the  ultimate  fvctq 

the  war  may  be  greatly  endangered.1*  *  ! 

"  Lord  Cornwallis  to  Fort  St. .George,  ioth  Aug.  1701 

<c  At  a  dangerous  junfture,  when  the  refources  of  Ba 

'    are  totally  inadequate  alone  to  fupport  the   cxpeoces  of 

war." 

1 

a  General  Meadows  Jo  the  Council  of  Fort  Su  George*  1 
Aug.  1790. 
"  On  the  iftof  Oaober,  I  will,  if  poffibie,  march  4 
tempt  the  Ghauts;  if  this  is pradticable,  it  appears  to  oq 
may  parry  the  monfoon,  and  Shorten  the  war,  which  ltd 
be  economy  to  do,  at  any  expence ;  for  we  mujl  be  umk 
procraflination?  J 

Under  circumftances  fuch  as  thefe,  I  believe  it  will  ill 
denied  that  a  prudent  Government,  inftead  of  yielding. 
impulfe  of  provocation  and  refentment,  would  have  Id 
to  keep  open  every   door  to  an  accommodation — infl 
promoting  a   rupture,  inftead  of  inflaming  a   quarrel* 
with  juftice  on  their  fide,  would  have  done  every  thii 
,  could  to  appeafe  it.     You  are  now  to  confider,  on  wha 
of  ground  they  have  adted.     I  mean  to  feleft   the  pri 
fa&s  from  the  papers  on  your  table,  and  leave  them  to 
judgement,  with  very  little  obfervation.     There  is  no 
of  alliance  or  guarantee,  that  I  know -of,  diredlly  In 
the  India  Company  and  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  ; 
him  an  ally,  but  in  faft  he  is  a  dependant  and  tributary 
Carnatic ;  as  fuch,  he  was  included  in   the  treaty  01 
tual  friend fhip  and  peace  between  the  India  ComptiH 
IJyder  Ally  in  1769,  in  common  with  fereral  othc 
vided  tkey  do  n$t  become  the  aggreffors  againfi  either  of 
trading  parties  ;  buV,  if  they  are  aggreffors,  they  are  jrrt  f» 

.  fificd  by  either  party.  *  In  this  fenfe,  he  was  included  in 
treaty  of  Mangalore,  and,  as  fuch,  I  admit  he  is 

.  prote&ion .  That  point  is  notdifputed.  The  fhort 
qucftion  of  right  is,  whether,  by  any  a&  of  guanuil 
prefled  or  implied  in  that  treaty,  you  are  bound  to 
him  in  thofe  dominions  alone  which  he  poflefled  at  t) 
of  the  engagement,  or  to  extend  your  prote&ion  I 
fa^uent  acquifitions  made  by  him,  without  your 
knowledge,  and  condemned  and  prohibited  by  you, 
you  were  informed  of  it  ? — that  is,  in  effed,  whetlj 
one  of  your  tributaries  may,  at  any  time,  by  a  dati 
aft  of  his  own,  or  by  provoking  an  attack,  involve  Jji 
war  ?    If  you  determine  that  he  may,  you  may  as  ro 
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there  never  {hall  be  peace  in  India.  Your  tributaries  may  ' 
icate  you  in  their  quarrels,  without  confulting  you,  or 
uny  do  it  in  coJIufion  with  your  own  Governors.     A 
cherous  Governor  of  Madras,  for  inftance,  wlio  wi flies 
ave  a  war,  need  only  give  the  hint  to  a  petty  dependant 
h  to  begin  adifpute  with  fome  of  his  neighbours,  under 
ret   promife  of  afliftance.     Provocation   and  refentment 
upon  each  other.     The  fword  is  drawn;  the  original' 
its  of  the  difpute  are  perplexed  or  forgotten,  and  the  war 
lar^cl  to  be  a  meafure  of  neceffity.     Individuals  turn  it 
count,  and  the  public  fortune  is  ruined  by    it.     The 
es  of  that  country  are  In  general  reftlefs,  cunning,  and- 
ioui.      They  catch  at  their  immediate  objecl  with  the 
nefs  of  children;  they   ure  dextrous  and  artful  in  their 
s,  and  they  have  no  Jort  of  fcruple  in  the  choice  of  them. 
true    wifJom  the*   have  none:  of  a  folic!,  permanent,* 
e   inteieft,  they  have  no  idea ;  otherwife  would   it  he 
Je  that,  with   all   I  he  experience  of  India   before  their 
ith  the  fate  of  the.  ruined  Nabob  of  Bengal,  the  vaf- 
Nahob  of  Oude,  thebamflied  Rajah  of  Benares,  the  Rana 
ohud,   the  Padflia  htmfelfj  and  twenty   other  proftrate 
ces>   the  victims  of  Britifh  friend fhip,    in   their  view, 
fhonld  ever  think  of  engaging  in  meafures  which  might 
or  oblige  them  to  caJI  in  our  afiiftame  !    This  Rajah  of 
_»ancore  at   leafl  might  have  been  better  iuflrucled  by  the 
ktnple  of  his  immediate  fuperior  the  Nabob  of  Arcot,  whoj 
r  w  jftingalong  life  in  perpetual  intrigues  with  the  Corn- 
's ftrvants,  with  the  Kings  Minifters,  and  with  adven- 
of  every  denomination* — after   fquandering  millions 
vt  end  tu  fupport  a  caballing  inrercfl  at  Madras  and  in 
nd,   finds  himfelf  ll ripped  at  hi  ft  of  territory,  wealth, 
dominion,  and  finally  doomed  to  go  out  of  life  as  naked 
came  into  ir*     The  la  ft  nfource  of  the  iaurful  Nabob  of 
'GTnGiifj  is  to  file  a  hill  in  Chancery  againit    the  Eaft- 
Company,  to  oblige  them  to  account  with 'him  for  the 
iant  of  his  revenues  !     Such,  I   have  no   doubt,  will  be 
fete  of  Travancore.      We  may  poflibly  protccl  him  from 
fword  of  Tippoo  Sultan;  hut  1  defy  him  to  efcape  from 
voaring  friendship  of  the  Englifh. 

fir  ft  paper  on  your  table,  is  the  Rajah's  letter  to  she 

nor  of  fort  St.  George,  of  the   14th  of  June,   1789. 

fay  1,  that    *  at   thft  time,  Tippoo  Sultan  approaches 

r  to  the  fort  of  Cranganore,  belonging  to  the  Dutch^  with 

intcrrionof  poflefling  himfelf  of  it;  that  this  fort  was 

It  at  the  djflance  of  about  a  gun- (hot  from  the  boundary 

his  country  ;  and   that  he  fees  the  neceflity  of  defend- 

it,   not  only  on  account  of  the  protection  and  welfare 

lis  own  country,  but  heeaufe  there  now  fulfills  between 

3  K  2  *<  Urn 


«  the  Dutch  and  him  a  pofitive  engagement  that,  in  cafe  d 
M  being  engaged  in  warfare,  they  {hall  mutually  af&fb  eaoj 
"  others    In  the  firft  place,  Cranganore  is  at  ibme   roikf 
diftance,  and  not  within  gun-{hot  of  that  line,  which  ^ 
calls  his  boundary,  but  which  in  reality  includes  a  confidecj 
s      able  part  of  the  territory4  of  Cochin,  acknowledged  to  be  tr^ 
butary  to  Tippoo  Sultan.     But,  let  the  pofttion  of  the  foil 
be  what  it  may,  the  queftion  of  poffeffion  lay  between  Tippq 
and  the  Dutcn.    If  the  Rajah  be  an  indt  pendant  Prince,  1 
may  affift  the  Dutch  ;  but  let  him  do  it  at  his  own  rifle*     M 
are  not  bound  by  his  engagements.     On  the  other  hand, 
he  depends  on  us  for  protection  and  fupport,  he  mufl  fubm 
to  be  conduced  by  the  hand  that  prote&s  him*     In  *£G* 
for  himfelf  beyond  the  letter  of  the  guarantee,  he  Yirtaa^j 
renounces  any  claim  to  the  benefit  of  it.     Neither  is  it 
that  the  forts  in  queftion  were  neceffary  to  the  defence 
country  fo  Jirong  and  difficult  of  Qccefs  as  Trqvanctrt*. 
Governor  and  Council  of  Fort  St.  George  fay-f-,  j"  they 
€€  not  think  them  an  obje&  of  any  importance  to  the  _ 
«*  ftrength  of  the  Empire."    Mr.  Powney,  the  Compaq 
Refident,  fays  J,  "  Cranganore  and  Iaycotta  will  be  fom 
"  upon  examination,  to  be  very  inconkderable,  and  not 
«  quifitions  worthy  of  ferious  competition."     On  this 
I  am  the  more  inclined  to  rely  on  Mr.  Powney,  becanfe 
general  I  fee  no  difpofition  in  him  to  counteraft  the  vie1 
the  Rajah.     On  the  9th  of  September,  1789,  Lord 
wallis  fays,  "  We  cannot  conclude  this  letter  without 
**  ferving  that  the  condu&  of  Mr.  Powney  feems  to  I 

I  '<  been  inadvertent  and  blameable,  in  hayingyi  ra/hly  a 

€{  the  ideas  of  the  Rajah  and  his  Miriifter,  relative  to  the 
€€  qui  fit  ion  of  Iaycotta  andtbe  fort  of  Cranganore  from 
"  Dutch  at  this  critical  juncture."     tyfr-  Powney  makes 
defence,  and  Lord  Corn  wallis  admits  it,  though  I  con;    ~ 
appears  to  me  extremely  iufufficient.    The  duty  of  a 

1  ,  dent  is  to  give  intelligence,  npt  opinions,  to  his  fuperid 
efpecially  voluntary  and  deciding  opinions  on  great  queftil 
of  State.  He  fays,  "  that  hi  had  ascertained  the  indifyut* 
4i  right  the  Dutch  had  to  difpofe  of  the  above  places  ;  t 
41  the  Rajah  of  Cochin  had  not  the  lead  connexion  or  cfa 
«•  to  them;  and  that  Tippoo  could  not,  with  juft  ice,  hi 
«  J^ny  pretenfions  to  conteft  the  meafure.*  If  fo,  the  ma 
of  the  quarrel,  and  the  neceflity  of  thenar,  are  determa 
by  the  Refident  at  Travancore,  in  favour  of  the  Rajah, 
know  nothing  of  this  gentleman ;  but  I  think  that  fucfa  fa 

*  Lord  Cornwallif,  15th  Dec  1719. 
f  3d  January,  1790. 
J  3d  January,  1790. 


A.1791.  DEBATES.  43; 

ft  uage,  from  any  of  the  Company's  Refidents  at  an  Indian 
Durbar,  fhould  be  liftened  to  with  great  referve.  Mr.  Pow- 
ney,  we  find,  had  had  an  early  converfation  with  the  Rajah's 
$ftinifter  on  the  fubjedfc  of  the  intended  purchafe  ;  and  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  necejjary  to  communicate  what  paffed  on  this  oc- 
cafion  between  the  Minijier  and  him[elfy  viz.  to  his  own 
Court. 

The  next  fad  is,    that  the  Rajah  purchafes  from  the 
r        Dutch    the    two    places    in    difpute  between   them    and 
Tippoo  Sultan ;  that  is,  the  Dutch,  unable  or  unwilling  to 
contend  with  Tippoo,  pendente  lite  make  over  their  litigated 
f      right  to  the  Rajah,  who  can  no  way  maintain  it,  but  at  our 
riik  and  ex  pence.     Whether  the  transfer  of  the  forts  was 
real  or  colluilve,  is  immaterial;  the  effeft  is  the  fame:  he 
takes  the  quarrel  on  himfelf,  without  our  knowledge,  and, 
then  calls  upon  us  to  fupport  it.   In  the  hands  of  the  Dutch, 
or  even  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  if  unconne&ed  with  the 
Engiifli,  thefe  forts,   though  erected  in  a  country  dependent 
on  his  Government,  might  be  of  110  great  confequence   to 
Tippoo,  becaufe  he  has  nothing  to  fear  from  either  of  them. 
Not  fo,  if  they  are  to  be  pofleSed  by  the  moft  formidable  power 
in  Hindqftan  *,     He  considers  the  transfer  as  in  reality  made 
to  us,  and  in  that  fenfe  very  reafonably  oppofes  it.     He  de- 
fires  that  the  forts  may  be  returned  to  the  Dutch :  he  ob- 
i  je£ts  to  innovations,  and,  with  equal  truth  and  moderation, 
(fays,  whatever  is  contrary  to  ufual  cuftom^  is  improper.  .  As 
fbon  as  the  Governor  of  Fort  St.  George  was  informed  of 
thefe  tranfadions,  he  flatly  and  pofitively  condemned  them. 
In  the  firft  inftance,  he  gave  the  Rajah   not  only  good  ad- 
vice, but  fair  warning  -f.     "  I  think  any  purchafe  of  forts 
1  **  and  lands  from  the  Rajah  of  Cochin,  who  is  a  tributary  to 
I  *€  the  Chief  of  My  fore,  will  tend  to  irritate  this  Chief  againft 
#*  yon,  and  have  the  appearance  of  a  collufive  tranfa&ion. 
f«  I  have  defired  Mr.  Powney  fully  to  ftate  to  you  the  ferious 
fc  confequences  which  may  refult  from  engaging  at  this  time 
u  in  any  meafures,  that  may  produce  difcuffion  between  the 
1 **  Chief  of  Myfore  and  yourfelf.     I  think  it  neceflary  to  rn- 
■r*  form  you,  that  this  Government  will  not  fupport  you  in 
**  any  contefts  you  may  engage  yourfelf  in  beyond  the  limits 
f*  of  your  own  pofleffions.     Confider  this  advice  of  confe- 
***  quence,  and  as  coming  from  your  fincere  friend."    Wheij 
Mr.  Hollond  heard  that  the  purchafe  was  concluded,  he  wrote 
to   the  Rajah  again p     "  I  lament  that  you  have  taken  this 
«*  indifcreet  ftep.    I  cannot  approve  of  your  having  entered 


•  Lord  Cornwallis,  15th  Dec.  1789. 

+  17th  Auguft,  1789. 

{  3«th  Auguft. 

«  into 
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€€  into  a  treaty  with  the  Dutch  for  extenfion  of  territory 
<c  without  the  confent  of  this  Government.  This  very  im- 
iC  politic  conduft  makes  ypp  liable  to  a  forfeiture  of  the 
"  Company's  protedion ;  for  you  cannot  expeft  that  they 
"  will  defend  a  territory,  of  which  you  were  not  poffeffed 
"  when  their  troops  were  fent  into  your  country,  and  which 
y  have  been  fince  obtained  without  their  aflent.  I  therefore 
"  think  it  neceflary  you  fhould  immediately  give  back  to 
*'  the  Dutch  the  places  you  have  thus  indifcreetly  received 
,  <c  from  them,    and  thereby  eftablifh  your  affairs  precifely 

"  upon  their  former  footing."  In  Mr.  Hollond's  correfpon- 
dence  with  the  Government  of  Bengal,  the  fame  principles 
are  uniformly  adhered  to.  The  Prefident  and  Council  of 
Fort  St.  George,  in  their  letter  of  the  3d  of  January,  1790, 
very  truly  and  prudently  fay,  4i  It  would  be  highly  incon- 
<4  fiftent  to  fuffer  the  imprudent,  rafh,  and  unreafonable  con- 
u  du£l  of  a  tributary  of  the  Carnatic  to  be  a  caufe  of  con- 
u  tention  ;  and  we  are  of  opinion  it  would  be  rather  advife- 
u  able  to  avoid,  ifpoffible,  precipitating  public  affairs  into  a 
€l  predicament  that  might  eventually  involve  a  war.  The 
€i  condudfc  of  the  Rajah  has,  in  our  opinion,  been  unwar- 
if  rantable  on'  every  principle  of  policy  and  juftice.  It  is 
u  not,  therefore,  entitled  to  the  fupport  of  Government ; 
"  and  the  fnoft  fair  and  honourable  mode  of  adjufling  all  dif- 
u  ferences  is,  probably,  either  to  return  the  forts  to  the 
u  Dqtch,  or,  if  they  will  not  receive  them  back,  to  raze 
«  them  to  the  ground."  In  my  opinion,  Sir,  this  laft  would 
have  been  the  moft  advifeahle  expedient.  The  Rajah,  on  his 
own  principles,  ought  to  have  demolifhed  them  the  moment 
he  got  poffeffion  of  them.  The  fubjed  matter  of  the  difpute, 
and  every  pretence  for  jealoufy  on  either  fide,  would  then 
have  been  removed.  His  only  apprehenfion  is,  that  7)pf>» 
Jbould,  of a fudden,  poffifs  himfelf  of  them;  for,  independent  of 
this  conjideration,  there  is  not  the  fmailefl  benefit  or  advantage  ac- 
cruing to  me  from  the  pojfeffhnof  laccttah  and  Cranganbre4.  I 
know  nothing  of  Mr.  Hollonq,  therefore  cannot  ke  fufpefied 
of  oppofing  his  perfonal  reputation  to  that  of  Lord  Cornwal- 
lis,  which  I  know  is  uhimpeached.  The  merits  of  the  mea- 
fures  in  queftion  are  to  be  tried  by  fa£b  and  principles,  not 
by  chara&ers.  Even  the  charaflec  of  Tippoo  Sultan  ought 
not  to  be  admitted  into  the  debate.  We  have  no  right  tfl 
„  revert  to  grievances  that  exifted  before^  the  treatv  of  Man- 
.  galore;  and  if  we  had,  perhaps  ir  might  be  found,  upon  a 
fair  inquiry,  that  even  he  is  not  fo  bad  as  he  is  painted.  In 
queftions  of  right  between  the  natives  of  India  and  our  repre* 
fentatives  there,  the  evidence  on  which  we  give  judgement 

*  29th  September. 
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is  transmitted  to  us  by  one  of  the  parties ;  the  other  is  never 
heard*  Mr.  Hollond,  for  aught  I  know,  may  have  heen 
guilty  of  the  fordid  offences  imputed  to  him  ;  he  may  hav« 
defrauded  the  India  Company  of  four  lacks  and  a  half  of  pa- 
godas, or  i8o,oool.,  with  which  I  fee  him  charged  by  the  Na- 
bob of  Arcot.  Be  it  fo.  When  his  accufers  bring  him  to 
juftice,  1  (hall  believe  they  are  in  earneft.  On  the  fubject 
immediately  before  us,  in  my  opinion  he  did  right;  and  I 
am  not. lingular  in  thinking  fo.  The  Governor  General 
and  Council,  in  their  letter  to  Fort  St.  Georg*,  of  the  13th 
of  September,  1789,  have  expreffed  themfelves  to  the  fame 
effect,  in  terms  and  on  principles  which  I  adopt  without 
referve.  I  beg  leave  to  read  to  you  the  three  firft  paragraphs 
of  this  letter : 

"  The  Governor  General  has  communicated  to  us  your 
"  letter,  dated  the  16th  ultimo,  which  he  received  yefterday, 
"  and  we  think  thefubject  of  it  of  fo  much  confequence,  that 
u  we  lofe  no  time  in  declaring;  our  entire  difapprobation  of 
"  the  conduct  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  and  in  requefting 
"  tliat  you  will  take  immediate  fteps  to  reftrain  him  from  en- 
"  gaging  in  any  new  connections,  either  with  the  Dutch  or 
c<  with  the  Rajah  of  Cochin,  as  they  muft  not  only  be  highly 
"  offenfive  to  Tippoo,  but  might  juflly  be  confidered  as  di- 
"  redt  infractions  of  the  late  treaty  of  peace. 

"  Should  Tippoo,  in  violation  of  that  treaty,  become  the 
"  aggreflbr,  by  attacking  the  Rajah  of  Travancore's  territo- 
"  ries,  without  provocation,  we  are  bound,  by  confiderations 
"  of  honour  and  intereft,  to  protect  him  with  our  whole 
tf  force.  But  fhould  he  provoke  Tippoo,  by  making  con- 
H  clufive  purchafes  of  forts  or  places  in  the  territories  of  one 
"  of  his  tributaries,  not  only  without  his  conient,  but  even 
"  at  the  time  that  fuch  tributary  was  threatened  with  his  re- 
"  fentment ;  and  fhould  he,  in  particular,  interfere  in  any 
"  manner  whatever  in  the  difputes  between  Tippoo  and  tlie 
"  Rajah  of  Cochin,  who  is^  his  acknowledged  tributary,  he 
[  "  will  juftly  draw  Tippoo's  refentment  upon  himfelf,  and  ait 
I  "  the  lame  time  forfeit  all  right  to  the  Company's  friendfhip 
f      "  or  interference  in  his  favour. 

I  "  We  muft  beg  that  you  will,  without  lofs  of  time,  ftate 

i  "  thefe  fentiments  in  the  ftrongeft  terms  to  the  Rajah  of  Tra- 
u  vancore;  and  reprefent  to  him,  that  provided  he  willob- 
"  ferve  a  ftrict  neutrality  in  all  the  difputes  am^ngft  his 
"  neighbours,  he  may  depend  upon  the  moft  complete  pro - 
"  tedion  from  the  Company.  But  that,  on  the  other  hand, 
u  our  regard  to  the  faith  of  treaties  will  entirely  put  it  out 
u  of  our  power  to  interfere,  if  he  fhould  refolve  upon  en- 
"  B2i&n&  in  tranfadtions,  which  muft  be  confidered  by  .all 
i€  the  world  as  acts  of  violence  and  injuftice."  I 

After 
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After  a  declaration  of  their  fentiroents,  fo  proper  and  fo 
prudent  as  this  appears  to  be,  I  fee  no  reafon  why  they  fhould 
have  fuffered  themfelves  to  be  involved  in  the  queftion  of 
right  between  Tippoo  and  the  Dutch.  I  lament  the  faft, 
but  I  am  unable  to  account  for  it.  In  their  letter  of  ths 
13th  of  "November,  they  fay, 

c<  3d.  If  upon  inveftigation  that  may  have  been  made  be- 
u  fore  your  receipt  of  thefe  inftru&ions,  the  independent 
"  right  of  occupancy  in  the  Dutch,  as  we  have  defined  it, 
<c  fhould  have  been  clearly  and  incontrovertibly  afcertained, 
4(  the  pofleflion  of  the  Travancore  Rajah  is  to  be  maintained 
"  and  defended ;  and  you  will  notify  this  determination  to 
"  Tippoo,  with  the  grounds  upon  which  it  has  been  formed." 

In  the  preceding  letter,  the  reftraint  impofed  upon  the 
Rajah  from  engaging  in  any  connexions  with  the  Dutch,  is  ab- 
folute  and  unconditional. 

Allow  me  to  remind  you,  Sir,  that  we  are  now  confider- 
ing  a  queftion  of  faft,  by  itfelf,  and  independent  of  its  coil* 
fcquences,  namely,  whether  Tippoo  or  the  Rajah  was  the 
aggreflbr  in  this  quarrel  ?  I  defire  nothing  better  than  to  let 
it  be  decided  by  the  authority  of  Lord  Comwallis.  The 
Raj  all  began  by  engaging  in  new  connections  with  the  Dutch, 
and  by  making  conclujive  purchases  efforts  or  places  in  the  terrU 
tories  oj  one  of  the  tributaries  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  not  only  without 
his  confenty  but  even  at  the  time  that  fuch  tributary  was  threatened 
with  hisrefcniment;  that  is,  he  gave  thefpecific  provocation, 
which,  Lord  Cornwallis  affirms,  toould  juftlt  draw  Tippets 
refentmeht  upon  himfelf,  and  at  the  fame  time  forfeit  all  right  U 
the  Company  s  friend/hip  or  interference  in  his  favour.  In  oppo- 
sition to  the  evidence  of  your  fenfes,  you  may  deny  the  fa£t ; 
but,  unlefs  you  renounce  your  reafon  too,  you  cannot  deny  - 
the  conclufion.  Mr.  Powney  has  taken  another  courfe  ;  and 
I  mull  own  that,  if  there  had  been  any  myftery  in  the  tranf- 
aftion,  he  has  effedtualiy  cleared  it  up.  In  his  letter  of  the 
4th  of  Auguft,  1789,  after  the  purchafe  of  the  forts  was 
concluded,  he  fays,  "The  Rajah,  by  the  defence  of  thefe 
u  places,  mould  they  now  be  attacked,'  cannot  be  confident 
"  as  the  aggreflbr  of  hoftilities,  for  they  become  a  part  of 
"  his  pofleffions,  as  he  would  have  been,  had  he  rendered  toe 
Ci  aili  fiance  he  intended  when  they  belonged  to  the  Dutch*9 
To  have  taken  a  part  with  the  Dutch,  in  defence  of  the  fortV 
would  have  made  him  the  aggreflbr  J  but  now  he  is  not  the  ig» 
greflbr ;  why  ?  becaufe  he  has  taken  the  defence  of  them  «• 
tirelyon  himfelf.  In  the  firft  inftance,  he  might  have  pleaded 
•his  alliance  with  the  Dutch.  But  no ;  he  thinks  it  better  to 
purchafe  the  quarrel  for  his  oWn  ufe,  becaufe  then  he 'con* 
eludes  you  will  fupporfhim  in  ir,  that  is,  that  you  will  take 

it 
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it  upon  yourfelves.  Do  you  admit  the  diftin56Fion  to  be  va- 
Jid  ?  Is  the  difference  real  ?  is  it  important  ?  does  it  conftitute 
a  ground  fufficient  for  involving  India  in  a  war  f  The  Rajah 
affirms  that  Sir  Archibald  advifed  the  purchafe  of  thefe  two 
fiocet  or  every  account  from  the  Dutch,  and  that  he  had  pur  chafed 
them  uith  the  knowledge^  and  agreeably  to  the  advice  of  the  Go- 
verm.  Thefe  aflertions  coft  nothing.  The  Court  of  Di*- 
redfrs  fay,  that  nothing  appears  on  the  Madras  records  to  cor~ 
tokerme  the  affertion  of  the  Rajah.  Sir  Archibald  Campbell 
fayi,  /  can  venture  to  affirm,  from  memory,  that  I  neither 
mnteuanced  nor  advifed  the  Rajah  in  the  purchafe  of  Cranganorb 
ni  Iajeotta.  Sir  Archibald  Campbell  and  the  Rajah  are  at 
Sue.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  man  ferioufly  fufpe&s  th* 
reracity  of  Sir  Archibald  Campbell;  but,  if  yon  fupport  th* 
principle  of  the  war,  if  you  adopt  and  defend  the  original 
right  of  the  purchafe,  you  practically  determine  that  Sir 
Archibald  Campbell  has  been  guilty  of  a  falfehood.  To  pro- 
ted  the  Rajah,  while  you  declare  him  to  be  an  importer,  ii 
fflpoffible.  That  the  prefent  war  originates  from  an  a£k  of 
the  Rajah,  and  that  he  was  the  aggreflbr  in  this  quarrel,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  as  clear  as  evidence  can  make  it.  But,  irt, 
fcriitics,  as  well  as  morals,  the  aggreflbr  is  bound  to  anfwer 
pr  all  the  confequences  of  his  aggreflion.  He,  who  gives 
he  fit  ft  offence,  not  only  provokes  but  juilifies  the  refent* 
tent,  evep  though  it  ihould  exceed  the  meafure  of  the  of* 
pice.  In  my  opinion,  Tippoo  Sultan  had  a  right  to  attack" 
he 1  Kajah  of  Travancore:  he  was  not  the  aggreflbr,  for  he 
id  not  do  it  without  provocation.  But,  even  granting  th* 
rotrary  to  be  true,  and  that  his  attacking  the  lines  on  th6 
Jtfi  of  December,  was  an  aft  of  unprovoked  hoftility,  it 
jes  not  neceffarily  follow,  that  we  ought  to  have  confiderei 
&  from  that  moment  as  at  war  with  the  Company.  A  fair  and 
toouiable  opening  was  ftitf  left  to  an  accommodation.  He* 
jimtperfevere  in  attacking  the  hereditary  dominions  of  the 
Sfjah.  In  his  letter  of  the  ift  of  January,  1790,  he  dif- 
fows  the  hoftility  of  the  29th  of  December ;  he  fays  it  had 
ippeaed  without  his  intention;  that  he  had  recalled  hi* 
oops,  and  fent  back  fome  people,  whom  they  had  Captured  * 
id  brought  with  them.  I  do  not  mean  to  infift  on  the  truth 
thefe  declarations ;  the  difavowal  was  fufficient,  and  ought 
■have been  accepted,  as  aground  for  negociation.  What* 
titfaftion  had  we  from  Spain  in  the  affair  of  Falkland* 
bnds  ? — a  difavowal ;  or  in  the  laft  affair  of  Nootka  Sound  fj 
«  difavowal.  Does  any  man  believe  that  the  Spanifh  offi- 
Baded  without  orders'?  No,  Sir;  the  principle  of  the 
niffion  is,  that,  when  the  intention  of  hoftility  is  difowned,' 
afic  meafures  may  be  fufficient  for  the  purpofe  of  rcpara- 
n  and  fecurtfy.  We  ought  to  have  feized  the  opportu-' 
Vol..  XX VIII.  3L  nity 
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Hity  which  Tippoo' s  declaration  offered  us,  of  putting  an  eid 
to  the  diffe/ence  between  him  an<f  the  Rajah,  by  an  amkdbtii 
and,  in  my  mind,  a  very  eafy  adjustment.  With  us, attain 
it  is  evident  that  Tippoo  had  no  idea  of  a  war.  If  he  it^ 
be  would  have  begun  it,  as  he  might  have  done  efie&rfEftj 
by  invading  and  over-running  the  Carnal  ic.  From  the  ItjSJ 
of  December  to  the  ift  of  March,  there  teems  to  have  to-* 
an  uninterrupted  fufpenfion  of  hoftilities.  Surely,  (bmM 
might  have  been  made  of  that  long  interval,  to  bring  jM 
an  accommodation.  On  the  ift  of  March,  the  "^ 
people  advanced  from  the  I'nes  to  demolifh  and defWoj  the 
tus  of a  battery^  which  Tippoo  was  preparing  to  form.  Am 
engagement  followed  of  courfe,  and  they  carried  their  ( 
In  thefeand  the  fubfequent  hoftilities,  the  honour  of  00 
yernment  was  no  way  committed.  We  might  ftill  harrl 
ed  with  effeft  as  umpires  and  mediators. 

1  do  not  queftion  that  the  war  has  been  conduced 
jnuch  ceconomy,  vigour,  and  expedition,  as  the  natu 
fhe  fervice,  the  climate,  and  the  country,  would  permit 
B^t,  in  a  war  in  India,  the  firft  are  not  to  be  expe&e* 
fecond  are  not  to  be  overcome.     The  draught  and  1 
bullocks  for  an  array  of  feventeen  thoufand  men,  are  4 
at  thirty  thoufand,  at  above  24, 161 1.  a  month,  drivdsj 
eluded.     PrivateJetters  affirm  that -the  real  number  cot 
forty  thoufand.     If  the  two  other  armies,  which  wefM 
tined  and  preparing  to  take  the  field,  are  fupplied  inth&r 
proportion,  you  will  find  that,  in  the  fxngle  article  <  * 
Jocks,  you  incur  an  annual  expence  of  70OVOO0I.    1 
jio  military  knowledge,  I  (hall  not  venture  to  form  a  < 
Jure,  how  fuch  a  line  of  march  is  to  be  protected  by  fol 
^  force,    especially  againft    an    enemy  extremely  fatf 
\n  cavalry.     From  this  fample  of  your  expence,  yo»l 
imagine,    for  I  defy   you  to  judge,   what   the  total  j 
amount  to.     In  my  opinion,  if  the  whole  account  weifcl 
lip  and  clofed  at  the  prelent  hour,  four  millions  fterling* 
pot  clear  it.     General  Meadows  very  truly  declares,  th 
piu/l  be  undone  by  procrqftinaiion  ;  and,  for  mv  parr,  I  h# 
doubt  that  he  has  done  every  thing  that  could  be  done  I 
iraan  adtiyity  to  ftiorten  the.  waj.     Yet  the  f*&  is,  t* 
*rmy,  perfectly  prepared  and  appointed  for  fervice* 
(enabled  a,t  Tritcjiinopoly  in  March   la  ft,  and  that  I 
middle  of  September  they  had  reached  Coimbatore,  t 
ppppfitipn,  without  having  feen  an  enemy.     The  din 
iance  feems  to  be  about  $20  miles ;  the  march  may  beM 
thing  more.     On  the  ftate  qf  your  finances  in  India,  II 
qffer  you  but  oneobfervation  more,  and  with  that  I  111 
mifs  the  fubjeft.     At  the  outfet  of  the  war,  the  Gove 
of  Bengal,  baviqg  nothing  but  paper  in  their  trcafajtj 
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obJiged  to  ralfe  the  intereft  of  money  from  fix  and  eight  ta 
twelve  per  cent.,  and  their  firft  remittance  to  Madras  is  of 
eight  lacks  of  rupees  in  gold.  It  is  a  bad  fymptom  of  the 
Hate  of  fpecie  in  Bengal,  when  fo  fmall  a  fum  as  8o,oool. 
could  not  be  remitted  in  Giver.  The  lofs  on  the  exchange  or 
le-coinage  of  gold  mohurs  mud  be  very  confiderable.  Thci 
Government  of  Madras  fay  *,  that  they  had  "  advertifed  for 
"  propofals  for  paying  in  fums  of  money  in  Arcot  or  other 

*  rupees,  and  that  they  had  recourfe  to  thefe  meafures,  front 

*  the  Nizam's  vaqueel  having  declined  receiving  pagodas  ill 
H  payment  of  the  balance,  amounting  to  rupees  8,66,665, 

*  for  current  peiheufh  and  arrears." 

I  have  ftated  to  you  the  origin  of  the  war,  and  the  means 

•f  carrying  it  on.     Let  us  now  confider  the  main  objed  and 

•fled  of  it,  fuppofing  we  fucceed.     It  is  to  fubvert  one  of 

the  declared  fundamental  principles  of  the  Britifh  policy  ever 

Sneeze  had  an  eftablifliment  in  the  Carnatic;  it  is  to  in- 

telle  a*power  at  all  times  formidable  to  us,  but  now  more 

jbnnidabfothan  ever ;  it  is  to  bring  that  power,  with  a  new 

poeffion  of  Arength  and  territory,  fo  much  nearer  to  our 

irn  frontier,  by  breaking  down  and  deftroying  the  ohly  bar- 

irr  between  us.     Inftead  of  argument  on  this  fubjeft,  I  fliall 

vc  you  authority,  which  I  believe  you  will  find  it  difficult 

irefift.     It  is  that  of  the  Court  of '  Directors,  in  feveral 

ieceffions ;  it  is  that  of  your  Government  of  Madras,  in  un~ 

fye&ed  times ;   it  is  that  of  Mr.  Dupre,  a  man  of  the 

flndeft  and  cleared  capacity  among  all  the  Company's  fer- 

nts,  with  whom  I  have  been  acquainted ;  it  is  that  of  Mr* 

ifting*,  a  man  of  talents  without  difpute,   and  of  talents  to 

traded  too,  as  long  as  they  were  guided  by  the  folid  judge  - 

Hit  of  Mr.  Dupre.     In  effect,  it  is  the  authority  of  Lord 

nre,  not  in  terms,  but  plainly  to  be  collected  from  hi* 

ndud. 

Extracts  of  Letters  from  the  Cotigt  of  Directors  to  Fort 
St.  Geofge.  , 

25th  March*  1768.  Par.  45.  The  Mahrattas,  inftead 
being  reduced,  are  like  to  be  aggrandized  by  their  con- 
's of  the  Myfore  dominions;  which  bring  them  fo  much 

r  to  the  Carrtdtic* 

13th  May,  1768.  Pdr.  7<  That  youftiould  have  re- 
to  the  Mahrattas  for  that  affiftance  is  ftill  more  alarm- 

and  front  the  fpirit  of  ydur  negotiation's  with  Mauda- 
,  and  your  wild  propofal  to  Bengal,  of  putting-  up  one  of 
iW  Adam's  fons,  we  fear  all  the  barriers  to  the  Mahratta 
er  will  be  broken  down,  and  that  they  Will  add  the  Da- 

♦  19th  March,  1790. 

3L2  ,  can 
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can  and  Myfare  dominions  to  their  extenilve  empire,  wk 
haftcn  that  event  you  defigned  to  avert.  WeoMurtWl 
conqueft  of  the  whole. "  « ; 

.  €t  Par.  8.     Lord  Clive  foon  difcerned  that it  fibe  t 
pation  of  Sujab  ul  DowlabJ  would  have  broken  down 
Arongeft  barrier  againft  the  Mahrattas  and  the 
Powers,  and  therefore  wifely  reftored  Sujab  Dowhhtot 
dominions  :  fuch,  too,  {hould  be  your  conduct  with  1  ~_ 
to  the  Nizam  and  Hyder  Ally,  neither  of  whom  is  itoasi 
tereft  fliould  be  totally  crufhed" 
,  w  17th  March,  1769*     Pan  1 7.    Your  proceedings* 
28th  of  April,  ftill  leave  us  reafon  to  apprehend  you  may 
ter  into  engagements  with  the  Mahrattas  for  a  body 
which  we  think  will  have  very  fatal  confeqoences, 
raffing  and  laying  wafte  your  own  country,  as  well 
enemy  s;  and  we  apprehend,  notwithstanding  the  vaft  ( 
money  they  will  coft,  they  will  be  of  very  little  ufe,  it! 
being  probable  they  will  expofe  themfelves  much  for  our  f 
vice;  and  when  you  haveoccafion  to  difengage  your" 
from  themj  disagreements   may  arife  of  dangerous 
<juence." 

((  17th  March,  1769.  Par.  4.  We  repeat,  wefttaBi 
think  ourfelves  fecure  while  we  have  a  foldier  or  fepoy  iM 
country  (Myfore),  nor  till  we  fee  it  given  to  fuse  P«| 
who  may  prefcrve  it  as  a  barrier  againft  the  Mahratta%i 
who  may  be  an  nfeful  ally,  (hould  we  ever  have  < 
call  in  the  affiftance  of  a  country  power.* 

«  30th  June,  1 769.  Par.  5.  We  muft  fay  tK&t 
principles  of  policy,  we  w  life  for  a  peace  with  Hyder  ." " 
whenever  it  can  be  obtained  on  the  moft  moderate  l 

"  Our  beft  policy  is  to  check  their  growth  by 
pbrtunity,  or,  at  leaft,   to  avoid  lending  our  own 
their  aggrandizement,  which  we  certainly  do,  as  < 
engage  in  wars  with  the  few  remaining  Chiefs  in  Iodi^i 
are  yet  capable  of  coping  with  them.w 

"  Par.  7.     Nizam  Ally  and  Hyder  Naigue  are 
thefe Chiefs,- and  it  is  our  true  intereft  to  prefervea| 
underflanding  with  them," 

Opinion  of  Mr.  Dupri  and Mr.  Haftings: 

"  We  are  clearly  of  opinion,  that  if  the  Cosnpany-1 
to  take  a  part  with  either,  (vi%.  the  Mahrattas  and  I' 
the  fupporting  of  Hyder,  as  a  barrier  againft  the 
would  be  far  more  eligible,  than  to  throw  the  whole  | 
into  the  hands'  of  the  Mahrattas,  by  uniting  with 
reduce  Hyder  Ally,  and  add  the  Myfore  dominion  to  tfi 


feint*  D    E    B    A    T  E   «•  44$ 

«  Extraft  of  *  Letter  from  the  SeJeft  Committee  of  Fort 

St.  George  to  the  Court  of  Diredors,  dated  29th  Sept. 

1770. 

*  It  appears  that  you  look  upon  Hyder  Ally  as  a  principal 
bonier  to  the  Mahratta  power,  and  that  it  would  not  be  for 
the  iitfereft  of  die  Carnatic  that  he  (hould  be  entirely  reduced* 
The  12th  paragraph  of  your  commands  of  23d  March  laft, 
flreetved  per  Lord  Mansbcld,  ftrongly  confirms  that  opinion* 
mi  we  are  folly  fenfibie  of  the  fatal  confequences  that  muft 
ertfue  to  the  Carnatic,  (hould  the  Mahrattas  gain  pofleffion 
if  the  Myfore  country* 

**  We  have  all  along' thought  it  impolitic  to  the  lafl  d'e-* 
peetoraife  the  power  of  the  Mahrattas,  already  too  great, 
lad  dangerous ;  our  reafoaings  at  large  fupport  this  pro- 
tfefitioA. 
\  (Signed)  Jof.  Dupre, 

Warren  Haftings, 
Jofeph  Smith, 
Samuel  Ardley." 

*Extra£l  of  a  Letter  from  the  Erefident  and  Council  of  Fort 
1    St.  George,  to  the  Court  of  Directors,  dated  12th  Oil. 

1.  '77°- 

T  "  AH  the  ideas  we  draw  from  your  letter?,  are  clearly 
apinfl  raifing  the  power  of  the  Mahrattas,  and  vre  are  clearly 
Jot  that  opinion  alfo." 

I  fliall  offer  yon  but  one  remark  on  thefe  declarations.  At 
rtke  time  when  they  were  delivered,  the  Mahrattas  were  by 
ho  meant  fo  powerful  as  they  are  at  prefent.  Since  that  pe- 
riod, the  upper  part  of  Indoftan  has  been  over-run  by  Ma- 
NbjeeScuin'ia.  The  capital  of  the  empire,  and  the  King's 
Hpcrfon,  are  in  his  pofleffion*  The  houfe  of  Tameilane  is 
■one;  the  Mahomedan  Princes  are  reduced  to  nothing.  The 
(Mahratta  power  encroaches  in  all  quarters,  and  gathers  round 
m  every  day.  The  only  Mahomedan  Power,  capable  of 
faking  an  cffe&ive  ftand  againft  them,  was  that  of  Tippoo 
■Sttlun.  If  this  war  fliould  be  attended  with  all  the  fuccefs 
which  you  are  encouraged  to  expedt,  there  is  bet  one  way  in 
which  you  can  make  a  prudent  and  beneficial  ufe  of  it.  *  Be- 
ware how  you  give  away  his  territory  to  the  Mahrattas,  or 
I  take  any  part  or  it  yourfelves.  Since  you  fay  he  is  the  ag- 
[fn^br,  e*a&  the  penalty  from  him  in  money.  Your  true 
policy  is,  to  take  revenue  without  territory.  As  long  as  he 
kttcopies  a  place  in  the  fcale,  he  may  help  you  to  balance  the  * 

ipower  of  the  Mahrattas.  Let  him  govern  his  country  him- 
"fetf.  When  you  take  your  compensation,  in  money,  you  re- 
ceive it  without  dedu&ion,  and  you  know  what  it  (hquld 
amount  to.    The  iweawesof  a  newty- acquired  territory  are* 

the 
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the  fubjeft  and  the  fource  of  endlefs  embezzlement.  Yoa 
mud  create  a  new  civil  eftablifhment  to  govern,  to  colled, 
and  to  manage*  You  have  a  new  line  of  frontier,  and  of 
ct>urfe  you  mud  have  an  additional  military  force  to  defend 
it.  When  fhefe  expences  are  deducted,  the  balance  is  yoar 
profit.  Compare  it  with  the  lodes  and  diftrefs  which  yoa 
have  fuffered  by  the  war,  with  the  money  you  have  fpent 
and  the  debts  you  have  incurred*  and  then  you  will  know 
whether  the  value  of  the  acquifition  be  a  return  for  jar  to  it 
coft  you.  ^- 

I  have  delivered  my  opinion,  in  ftrong,  but  liberal  terms 
1  hope,  of  this  tranfa&ion.  It  was  ray  duty  to  do  fo.  The 
character  of  Lord  Cornwallis  has,  indeed,  been  impeached 
in  this  Houfe.  It  may  not  be  a  necefiary,  but  I  feel  it  tobe. 
an  honourable  duty  in  me  to  defend  him.  An  aQive  friend of 
Mr.  Haftings  has  thought  himfelf  at  liberty  to  aflert,  that",, 
Lord  Cornwallis  has  uniformly  purfued  the  fyftem  andafleA- 
on  the  principles  of  Mr.  Haftings.  My  conteft  on  thati 
point  is  not  wiih  the  honourable  Major.  On  the  fubjedflq 
the  impeachment,  he  is  a  privileged  perfon.  I  confider  hiaiJ 
as  the  advocate  and  reprefentative  of  his  friend,  and  I  lifteA^ 
to  him  with  the  fame  credit  and  aflent  that  I  would  do  to  j 
Mr.  Haftings  himfelf — with  great  allowance,  and  fomere-; 
ferve.  But  he  has  called  upon  his  honourable  friend,  the; 
Chairman  of  the  Court  of  Directors,  the  reprefentative  of ! 
the  India  Company  and  of  the  Government  of  India  in  thiffjj 
Houfe,  to  warrant  and  fupport  the  truth  of  the  aflertion ;  anij 
I  muft  own,  the  anfwer  given  to  this  appeal  was  as  full  and \ 
complete  an  affirmative  as  the  honourable  Major  could  have^ 
expe&ed.  The  Chairman  of  the  Court  of  Dire&ors,  foj 
cabled  upon,  did  in  his  place  declare,  that  Lord  Cornwaliid 
had  uniformly  adopted  the  principles,  and  trodden  in  thtj 
fteps  of  Mr,  Haftings,  in  every  department  of  his  govern- j 
ment,  particularly  in  bis  revenue  Jy/lem.  The  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons have  impeached  Mr.  Haftings  for  high  crimes  and  mil- 
demeanors.  On  their  own  principles,  they  ought  to  impeach  \ 
Lord  Cornwallis,  if  they  believe  the  Chairman  of  the  Court? 
of  Direclors.  On  bis  principles,  they  ought  to  reward  Mr. 
Haftings,  inftead  of  accufing  him.  but  lam  at  ifluewith 
that  gentleman  upon  the  foci:.  I  deny  that  Lord  Cornwalfr  ; 
treads  in  the  fteps  of  Mr.  Haftings,  particularly  in  his  fyftem 

of  collecting  the  revenues. \Here  Mr*  Francis  was  ce&d  \ 

t-i  order  by  the  Speaker,  for  quilting  the  fubjecl  of  debate.] — *  ■ 
Well,  Sir,  I  fubmit  tothefenfeof  the* Houfe;  though  lo*n 
I  think  it   a  queftibn  materially  connected  with  thebnfinefc  i 
before  us,  and,  fince  it  had  been  ftarted,  very  proper  to  b* 
determined,  whether  the  conduct  of  our  affairs  in  India,  t(* 
pecially  in  times  and  emergencies  fo  critical  as  thefe,  becoa- 

xnitted 
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mitted  to  a  man,  whom  this  Houfe  would  be  bound  to  impeach 
for  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors.  Reproach  muft  fall  fome- 
where. 

On  the  fubjeft  of  the  war,  I  ftiall  offer  you  but  one  ob- 
fenration  more.  I  cannot  but  attribute  the  misfortune  we 
are  involved  in,  in^fome  degree  at  Jeaft,  to  thfe  imperfect 
conflruSion  of  the  actual  Government  of  Bengal.  You 
have  a  nominal  Council  at  Fort  William,  as  you  have  a  no- 
minal direction  at  home.  Not  only  the  Governor  General 
is  not  bound  by  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Council  againft 
his  own,  bur,  in  effe&,  he  has  no  Council  to  advife  him. 
If  requires  vigour  as  well  as  capacity,  it  requires  indepen- 
dence of  (it uat ion  as  well  as  integiity,  to  oppofe  fo  great 
an  aothority  and  power  as  that  of  a  Governor  v  ieneral,  and 
fcpported  as  Lord  Cornwallis  is  known  to  be  fupported.  Do 
you  think  that,  if  any  one  of  thefe  gentlemen  had  entered  a 
lefolute,  well-argued  proteft  in  Council  againft  the  war,  on. 
the  grounds  and  principles  on  which  1  proteft  againft  it  litre, 
do  you  think  that  the  meafure  could  have  proceeded  ?  My 
Lord  Cornwallis,  I  am  perfuaded,  would  have  liftened  to 
filch  argument.  The  mott  determined  man  that  lives,  I 
ihink,  would  have  ftarted  at  the  refponfibiliry  he  was  going 
to  take  upon  himfelf.  Had  it  been  my  unfortunate  lot,  as 
k  has  been  heretofore,  to  be  fecond  in  that  Council*  I  would 
have  remonftrdted  in  private  with  Lord  Cornwallis  ;  if  that 
ted  failed,  1  would  have  recorded  my  diflent,  and  ftated  my 
rtafonsfor  it  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Council;  and  I  can- 
not but  believe  that  tne  war  would  have  been  prevented. 

The  motions  which  I  am  now  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfe,  are 
111  of  them  narrative,  except  the  two  laft.  The  fa£h  are 
lated  in  the  terms  .of  the  letters,  from  which  they  are  col- 
lided. The  concluding  refolution  is  worded  as  cautioufly 
Is  it  could  be,  to  avoid  perfonal  cenfure.  The  Directors,  on 
i  fimilar  occafion,  have  made  ufe  of  the  fame  language.  N 
they  wi/h  for  a  peace  with  Hyder  Ally,  whenever  it  can  be 
Stained  en  the  moft  moderate  terms.  The  final  refolution, 
vhich  I  (hall  propofe  to  you,  is,  that  fuch  orders  may  be 
huibnitted  to  India,  as  may  tend  moft  fpeedily  to  procure  a 
toce  with  Tippoo  Sultan,  on  moderate  and  equitable  terms. 
ihe  firft  motion  is,  "  That  the  prefent  war  with" Tippoo 

*  Sultan  appears  to  have  originated  in  the  purchafe  of  Cran- 

*  ganoreand  Ayacotta  of  the  Dutch,  by  the  Raiah  of  Tra- 

*  vancore.*     The  fad,  1  conceive,  is  not  to  be  difputed. 
When  Mr.  Hippefley  had  feconded  the  motion, 

Mr.  Dandas  rofe  and  remarked  that,  although  he  did  not     Mr. 
•can  to  mention  the  circumftance  as  a  matter  of  complaint,  Dundu. 
fit,  he  moft  take  the  liberty  to  exprefs  his  aftonifhment 
hat  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  inftead  of  tak- 
ing 


tag  notice  of  all  which  appeared  in  the  paper*  on  tfcefeU^ 
bad  left  a  great  many  of  the  moft  material  fed*  fa*Mfe 
them  .wholly  unnoticed,  and  had  built  much  of  fait  reaSpji' 
upon  certain  extracts  and  refolutions,  dated  upwatti'j 
twenty  years  ago,  and  upon  certain  papers  which,  it ' 
have  been  more  regular  and  fair  to  have  had  upon  the  1 
infteacl  of  their  having  been  pulled  out  of  the  private  f 
of  the  gentlemen  who  referred  to  them.  From  all  thafcj 
had  heard,  however,  he  had  drawn  conclufions  fo  dti 
opposite  to  thofe  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  i 
that,  as  foon  as  the  motions  fhould  be  difpofed'of,  btJ 
determined  not  to  leave  it  a  neutral  queftion,  hut 
hiinfelf  bring  forward  other  refolutions,  approving  of  I 
conduA  of  the  government  abroad,  of  the  conduct  o£i 
K  allies,  and  of  the  whole  condu&  of  Earl  Cornwall!* 
In  What  he  was  about  to  fay  he  would  lay  afide,  and] 
wholly  out  of  his  argument  the  queftion  of  the  exp 
the  war,  ,  Not  but  that  he  was  ready  to  admit,  and 
went  that  the  war  we  were  unfortunately  then  eng"_ 
was  a  very  expenfive  war ;  fo  ferioufly  expensive,  that  J 
thing  could  juftify  it  but  ponfiderations  of  ju  ft  ice,  of  [ 
and  a  facred  regard  of  treaties  folemnly  entered  intOfj 
for  the  due  obfervance  of  which  the  national  faith  f 
pledged.  Neither  the  fafcty  of  the  Government  pfl 
nor  the  chara&er  of  any  one  man  concerned  in  it, 
to  the  queftion  then  before  the  Houfe.  Making  thtftj 
mark,  he  had  not  the  leaft  intention  to  di  fa  vow  the  T 
lutionsof  1782.  He  fhould  give  his  moft  unequjvocf| 
probation  to  thofe  refolutions,  and  he  was  equally 
applaud  that  a&  of  1784,  jyhith  was  grounded  apotl 
fyftems  published  in  the  refolutions  which  forbade  < 
tpent  from  making  war  for  the  purpofes  of  conqueft, 
extenfion  of  dominion  in  India.  The  honourable 
man's  extra&s  from  his  fpeech  whicli  he  bad  made  when! 
of  1784  was  patting,  if  it  meant  any  thing,  it  went  Jo  I 
to  fay,  that  no  Government  fhall  make  war  under  any  j 
eumftances  or  under  any  provocation ;  it  meant  that 1 
our  pofteffiohs  were  overrun  with  invaders,  we  fhould  { 
no  fteps  whatever  to  repel  them  or  refent  their  encn 
ments.  In  the  prefent  cafe,  an  attack' was  adualif  1 
by  Tippoq  Sultan  on  the  lines  of  Travancore,  which  j 
were  bound  as  allies  to  refent,'.. and  upon  that  ground  J*" 
had  we  entered  into  the  war.  By  the  treaty  of  Ma 
the  Rajah  of  Travancore  became  our  ally,  and  it  wail 
agreed,  that  if  any  attacks  were  made  on  .the  antient  \ 
feffions  of  the  Rajah,  we  were  to  defend  hinu  The  i_ 
then  was,  whether  the  Rajah's  condu&  had  been  fuchj 
warrant  our  defertion  of  him*    To  this  he  would  anfsmyt 
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no&  undoubtedly  had  not.  Nay  he  would  JlilL  go  far- 
er«  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  an  error,  our  Governors  would 
t  have  done  their  duty  if  they  had  given  him  up  to  Tip- 
foo.  Whoever  fail,  that  the  claims  of  Tippoo,  relative  to 
Cran^anore  and  lacortah  was  the  caufe  of  the  war,  had  not 
|pd  the  papers.  Did  any  man,  who  had  read  them,  doubt 
■pllppoo  Sultan  had  previoufly  advanced,  with  an  army 
H  150,000  men,  to  the  lines  of  Travancore,  before  he  had 
pule  any  complaint  againft  the  Rajah's  conduct;  and  what 

-  meaning  of  bjs  (o  doing,  but  an  hoftile  intention  to 
ifl^jmil  the  Rajah  of  Travancore?  If  gentlemen  had  feen 

fie  map  of  that  part  of  India,  he  conceived  that  they  would 

ttrealnn  a  moment   refpe<SHng  the  policy,  and  the  wifdom 

pf  rbp  Rajah  of  Travancore  obtaining  poffeiTion  of  the  forts 

; a  no  re  and  lacotta.     Let  them   look   to  that  esccel- 

If  Geographer,  Major  Rl  lion's  account  of  the  Myforean 

wfi\j*     Let  them   recalled"!,  alfo,  the  umverfal  panic  that 

^Hjped  in  the  Travancore  country  on  Tippoo\  determi- 

"»  go  to  war-     If  the  R^jah,   therefore,  had  not  ob- 

bed  pofleflion  of  the  two  forts  in  qurftinn,  he  would  have 

hi  m fane.     The  two  forts  had  before  been  in  the  pofTeiTiort 

Jihe  Dutch  who  could  not  maintain  them.     If  they  had  fal- 

Hp  the  hands  ofTippoo,   lie  would  have  been  in  the  pcf- 

ftof  the   key   to  the  Rajah   of   Travancore  s  country. 

wt,  lit  riot  the  honourable  gentleman  call  it  a  callujivt  bar- 

Hat  bargain  was  avowed  by  the  King  of  Travancore, 

Ibid  nothing  collufive  in  its  nature,     for,  who  did  thefe 

El  belong  to  but  the  Dutch,  who  had  conquered  them  from 

jgueft,  and   had  them  in  poflefhon  tor  more  than  a 

-  independent  ofTippoo,  *\h\  independent  of  the  Ra- 
Bf  Cochm  r   The  Dutch  had  as  much  right  to  difpofe  of 

fer  them,  as  we  had  to  give  up  any  of  our  poiFrmons* 

re  to   pa  re  hale  Cochin  from  the  Dutch,  fhould  we 

uilrv  of  any  breach   of  treaty  r  and  it  would  prove  the 

H  thing    for    the  Dutch    to  do,  and  for  us   to  accept* 

:ud  to   f  ippoo's  claim  of  right   to  the  forts,  what 

s  was  there  fur  it  but  his  own  bare  aflertion  ?  And, 

Be  other  fidfj  there  was  the   indifpu  table  fa  A,   that  the 

m'c '.   i^d  '»een  actually  poffeffed   of  thefe   forts  for   more 

■ntury*     Wjtli  ref]>efl  to   the   next. complaint,  that 

iR^'-iK   >f  Tr'v.mcore   harboured  Rajahs  and  Zamindars 

Had  tied  from  the  dominions  of  Tip  poo,   Hie  Rajah  of 

■Encore  had  ordered  iheni  to  *juil  his  country  as  fonn  as 

d   the  in^ffage  from  Tipnoo;  andj  as  to  the  Rajah 

^Banc^i^  lines  Aanding  in    the   territory  of  Cochioi 

^^Ht  had   received  a   grant    of  the  right  to   place  them 

n  the  former  Rajah's  of  Cochin,  and  there  had  t  een 

m-'de  f  mce  the  treaty  of  Manga  lore,  and  at  that 

M  #;™ 
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time  Tippoo  had  made  no  remon  ft  ranee.  It  was 
therefore,  that  Tippoo  ufed  thofe  frivolous  andtm}uft< 
merely  as  pretexts.  Upon  the  fubje£  of  the  different* 
ons  that  had  prevailed  in  the  councils  of  Fort  St.  George  \ 
Calcutta,  it  muft  be  obferved,  that  Lord  Cornwalli%  f 
his  uniform  condudt  and  known  character,  would  not  1 
gone  into  the  war,  but  on  grounds  of  expediency,  juffl 
and  policy.  He  meant  not,  however,  to  reft  theaigoi 
there ;  if  Lord  Cornwallis  had  invol  ved  this  country 
unjuft,  ruinous  and  expenfive  war,  without  a  juftifiatle  < 
let  not  his  chara&er,  howfoever  highly  it  may  ftand, 
a  fhield  to  proted  him  !  Let  Lord  Cornwallis  rife  or  \ 
his  condufh  As  to  Mr.  Hollond,  he  really  was  < 
at  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been  mentioned  by  the^ 
nourable  gentleman.  Heaven  forbid  that  he  flwald  I 
any  man  in  his  abfence,  or  accufe  him  when  he  was  not  J 
to  be  heard  in  his  defence;  but,  it  was  with  thefuUefti 
vidtton  in  his  mind,  that  he  declared  he  believed  it 
have  been  better  for  the  country  if  Mr.  Hollond  hadf 
the  advice  of  others  rather  than  adted  upon  his  own  < 
The  inftruftions  fent  him  by  Lord  Cornwallis  contai 
pothetical  di regions  for  every  poffible  cafe,  and  adingfl 
the  conclufions  drawn  from  them,  he  could  fcarcety '] 
erred.  Thofe  ihftru£rions  were  clearly  penned  in  p 
Could  Tippoo  have  had  any  one  objedl  under  the  fuiri 
taining  pofleffion  of  Iaccottah  and  Cranganorc  but  fi 
purpofe  of  overrunning  the  Kingdom  of  Travancore? 
.  impoffible  for  him  to  apprehend  an  attack  from  the  1 
of  Travancore,  nor  need  he  have  been  afraid  of  the  Y 
as  they  would  not  have  gone  to  the  attack  through  \ 
vancore  country.  But,  was  any  gentleman  ignorant,  2 
when  Tippoo  (hould  have  obtained  the  mafterlhip  of 
forts,  there  would  have  been  an  end  to  the  fecurity  i 
pofleffions,  in  the  Carnatic.  Mr.  Dundas  declared  d 
could  not  illuftrate  his  ideas  on  that  topic  more  forcibly! 
he  had  done  familiarly  to  a  friend,  that  morning, 
had  told  him  that  if  the  French  had  pofleffion  of  ' 
England  wotfld  not  have  been  in  greater  danger 
Travancore  country,  and  our  pofleffions  in  the  C 
Tippoo  had  pofleffion  of  thofe  two  forts.  It 
to  talk  of  danger  from  the  Mahrattas,  at  this  tic 
inoft  efprcially  that  more  danger  was  to  be  app 
from  them  than  from  Tippoo.  The  reverie  was  en 
fa£h  The  honourable  gentleman  had  read  forne  extr 
far  back  as  1768.  If  he  were  to  fcratch  out  the  w< 
rattas,  and  infert  the  word  Tippoo  in  all  thofe  extr 
would  have  fome  applicable  meaning.  A  great  parti 
country  that  had  belonged  to  the  mahrattas,  was  now! 
verned  by  Tippoo,  who  load  conquered  it.     The  Ma' 
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were  in  fyfit  no  longer  an  united  body*    Berar,  Poonah>  and 
Scindia's  interefts  were  feparated.     Mr.  Dundas  mentioned 
the  fuperftition  that  prevailed  among  the  Hindoos,  and  the 
effefl  it  had  always  obtained,  whereas  Tippoo  was  not  fo 
fuperftitious  as  to  let  his  religion  check  him  in  his  conqueft. 
It  was  a  conftant  practice  with  him  to  opprefs  the  Bramins, 
and  the  reafon  was,    that  the  greateft  part  of  them  were 
Gentoos,  whofe  religious  and  political  tenets  were  equally 
againft  him.     Had  the  Mahrattas  ever  (hewn  a  deilre  to  at- 
tack as,  or  to  treat  their  prifoners  with  the  cruelty  which 
Tippoo  always  pra&ifed  towards  them  ?  On  the  contrary, 
they  once  made  a  Britifh  army  captive,  and  they  fent  them 
back  to  Madrafs  without  their  experiencing  any  cruelty* 
^Tippoo  was,  by  far,  the  firft  in  point  of  revenue  and  troops, 
tt$  any  power  in  India,  the  Britifh  alone  excepted.     He  was 
ftndeed  far  fuperior  to  all  the  Mahrattas  combined.     Tip* 
'tfpo's  heart  and  foul  had  been  fet  on  the  kingdom  of  Travan- 
Lcoreever  fince  March  1789,  and   fo  unprincipled  an  ufurper 
yrcmld  keep  within  no  bounds  rather  than  not  obtain  his  ob~ 
1;  gentlemen  mud  blind  themfclves  wilfully  to  the  •vi* 
r  on  the  table,  if  they  could  aflert  that  Tippoo  was  ever 
Cfpofed  to  peaceful  terms.     He  never  affected  to  wifh  for 
ace  bat  in  order  to  gain  time,  the  more  effectually  to  flrike 
1  blow.     Mr.  Dundas  went  through  the  detail  of  the 
pretended  negotiation  Tippoo  had  fet  on  foot,  by  fending 
jftree  letters  to  Madras,  and  obfcrved  that  he  had  twice  at- 
tacked the  lines  of  Trav^incore,  even  when  he  was  profeffing 
;to  wifli  for  peace.     Was  it  a  queftion  in  that  Houfe,  whe- 
they  ought  to  fubmit   to  fo  grofs  an  infult  offered  to 
heir  Ally  ?  He  dared  to  fay  that  it  was  not ;  and  therefore, 
fhould  contend  that  nothing  but   complete   fubmifiion 
aid  fatisfy  us.     There  was  every  appearance  of  ground 
reafonable  expectation,  that  the  war  would  be  fpeedily 
oght  to  a  conclufion,  and  attended  with  fuccefs;  not  that 
nfidence  of  fuccefs  had  ever  dropped  from  his  lips;  he 
>  he  fhould  never  be  fo  raih  and  imprudent  as  to  draw 
Confidence  of  faccefs  from  the  precarious  contingencies  of 
par.    Its  uncertainties  were,  always,  too  fufficient  a  caufe 
fo  lament  that  it  exifted.     The  honourable  gentleman  had 
jfenurked  upon  the  appointment  of  Military  Officers  to  Civil 
iGovernmpnts,  and  aflced  if  that  was  thebeft  means  tp  pre- 
serve peace?  In  reply  he  would  declare,  that  he  thought  it 
riufli.     Military  men,  knowing  more  of  the  rifque  and  hazards 
of  war  than  men  otherwife  bred,  are  not  ready  to  engage  in 
, con teftsfo  certain  in  their  expence,  and  4b  uncertain  in  their 
I  conferences;  whereas  civil  men  are  often,   from  a  want  of 
^acquaintance  with  thefe  circum fiances,  more  likely  to  be  in- 
tolved  in  wars  than  foldiers.     He  repeated  his  conviction  that 
3,  M  a  the 
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the  War  was  Beceffary,   and  unavoidable,  and  that  it  waft 
equally  founded  in  juftice  and  policy ;  but  he  declared  tMt 
he  verily  believed  we  fhould  have  efcaped  a  war  if  Mr.ri4t< 
lond  had  followed  the  inftrutf  ions  of  Lord  Corn  wallis*    "  ~ 
fome  further  general  observation^  Mr.  Dundaa 
with  remarking  that  it  was  his  intention  to  move  a  refcJoti 
ftating  that  Tippoo  Sultan's  attack  on  the  TravancoreP 
was  an  unprovoked  and  unwarrantable  aflault;  that  the  I 

1  ties  entered  into  with  the  Mahrattas  and  with  the!" 

-    tended  to  maintain  the  peace  of  India  ;  and  that  the  ( 
of  Lord  Cornwallis  in   refilling  Tippoo  Sultan, 
being  culpable,  was  highly  meritorious,  as  foonan 
queftion  and  refolutions  were  difpofed  of,  either  by  •  1 
tive  or  tl\e  previous  queftion. 
Major         Major  Maitland^  (brother  to  Lord  Lauderdale)  I 

Maitland.  the  opening  of  his  maiden  fpeech,  hefought  the  ind 
the  Houfe,    and  apologifed  for  thofe  defers  in 
which  might,  perhaps  be  too  difcernible  in  one  as  yet  i 
accuftomed  to  addrefs  a  popular  aflembly,  faid  he  had  fom( 
teen  years  hard  fervice  in  India,  and  he  could,  on  the  i 
ground  of  experience,  confirm  what  had  been  advanced 
cerning  the  profperity  ef  our  poffeffions  in  that  quarter  i 
-  globe,  a  profperity  which  had  never  proved  fo  great  I 
the  moment  when  the  war  broke  out.    He  fpoke  highly  of  I 
probity  and  honour  of  our  Governors  there,  but  it  wasi 
this  probity,  this  honour,  that  we  owed  our  profperity  in  1 
it  was  to  be  afcribed  folely  to  the  prevalence  of  the 
We  faw  that  our  golden  dreams  had  vanifhed,  and  ' 
again  involved  in  war  with  a  Prince,  detefted  andj 
for  his  cruelty.     The  caufe  of  the  war  was  nece 
enquired  into,  becaufe  on  that  depended  every  confid 
If  he  could  bring  himfelf  to  think  the  war  had  juftice  i 
*         bafis,  he  declared,  he  would  fupport  it ;  if  he  found  itl 
political  expediency  to  recommend  it,  he  would  concur* 
it ;  hut  if  it  originated  from  neither,  and  was  founded  in 
juftice  and  impolicy,  then,  therefore,  it  ought  to  be 
hated.     The   right  honourable  gentleman  had  called  *"" 
Sultan  an  ufurper:  he  was  not  an  ufurperany  moret 
were  ufurpers  in  India.     His  father  had  been  one,  I 
he   t'furped  the  My'ore  dominions.     But,  Tippocfr 
had  been  acknowledge!  by  us  and  rt- cognized  in  treaties* 
ftood  exactly  on   the  fame  ground  with  Tippoo;  aoH 
fathers  had  been  ufurpers,  hut  we  were  not  fo,  andfhtf  t 
reafon  that  would  juftify  the  extirpation  of  them  would K 
,the  extirpa;ion  ot  Jrj.     The  war  had  been  occaGonaJI 
ambition  of  the  Rajah  of  Tiavancore,  and  not  of  *~ 
Sultan.     If  policy   faid  we  fhould  protect  the  Rajah, " 
faid  juftice?  Why,  that  we  fhould  not  prote&  him  fcy  1 
tng  war  againft  Tippoo,  and  becoming  as  culpable  « 

F»j* 
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Rajah,  but  by  nuking  him  a  reftitutron.  Juftice  had  made 
alliance*  and  treaties,  but  what  were  thofe  which  we  had 
nude?  Alliancies  of  divifion  and  treaties  of  ruin!  There 
wwe  but  four  great  powers  in  India,  the  Britifh,  the  Mah- 
ratta,  the  Myforeans,  and  the  Nizam,  or  rather  but  threes  , 
the  three  former.  The  Britiih  were  the  ftrongeft;  but  the 
civil  and  religious  prejudices  of  every  native  of  India  made 
them  advtrle  to  the  Britifh  name  and  character,  which  they 
drtefte^  and  abhorred.  It  was  our  intereft,  therefore,  to  ba- 
lance the  power  of  India,  and  not  hy  deftroymg  Tip  poo  eic- 
pofe  ouriclves  to  the  rnmity  of  the  Viahraftas,  who  wcfft  a 
bnvir  people  than  Tippoo  and  his  fubie&s.  We  had  lefs  to 
far  from  Tippoo  Sultan  than  any  oth^r  power,  as  hecouid 
only  come  down  upon  us  through  fix  narrow  pafles  eafy  to 
defend,  whereas,  if  we  had  a  quarrel  with  the  Mahrattas,  all 
*or  frontiers  would  be  expofed.  He  denied  that  our  military 
operations  had  ever  been  fucefsfu!  in  India:  for,  though  a 
military  man,  he  "called  fucceft  in  military  operation,  only 
ttat  whjch  would  tend  to  the  fhorrening  ilie  duration  of  war, 
aid  rite  acceleration  of  peace.  A  long  and  fuccefsful  war, 
Hit,  in  his  idea,  a  contradiction  of  Terms.  He  cenfured  the 
efcidocl  of  the  prefent  war;  inllead  of  penetrating  with  vigour 
Jllla  the  center  of '1  irpoo's  country,  we  had  endeavoured  to 
fit  it  him  in  a  corner,,  and  were  not  nearer  to  him  now,  than 
When  we  fet  off*  I  In  gain  of  a  new  Empire,  he  granted, 
•m  a  fplendid  ex  cute  for  war,  hut  what  was  the  ac^uifition 
erf  3  dirty  province,  weighed  again  ft  an  ex  pence  of  three  or 
four  millions.  From  fuch  an  army  as  ours  was  in  India,  hi 
faLred  that  every  advantage  was  to  be  e* peeled >  barring  two 
•cedents:  the  onr  the  want  of  provinons  which  wa>  to  be 
(larded  again  ft  with  peculiar  caution  in  that  country,  ami 
tfce  other,  piovided  that  no  detachments  were  made  from  the 
Item  body.  The  H ritilh  army  was  the  rineft,  and  the  beft 
#ro<"  fed,  that  had  been  feen  in  th.it  part  of  che  world*  The 
Major  pronounced  a  wjrm  encomium  on  Lord  Cornwallis, 
ffho,  an  honourable  gentleman  laid,  had  followed  the  ex- 
ttiple  of  his  predeceflbrs*  Merit  and  goodnefs  did  not,  ho 
Wared,  confift  in  abiliry,  and  theoretical  excellence,  but  in 
tat  ability  applied  to  the  benefit  of  mankind,  and  i,oodnets 
Orrrcd  into  practice.  A  piedeceflbr  of  Lord  Cornwall  is,  he 
tck now] edged,  had  gre*t  ability,  and  be  iei.t  fj ileitis  of 
gooii  government  on  paper  to  England,  to  c rente  a  good 
idea  of  his  talents,  while  his  rapacity  was  exercifing  its  fell 
bngttn  plunder  and  oppreflirui  in  India. 

Here  the  Major,  having  been  interrupted  by  the  Speaker, 
lud  informed  that  he  had  proceeded  to  n  violation  of  order, 
Stpreffed  his  concern  for  the  error  into  which  he  had  inad- 
'ertemiy  fallen ;  but,  begged  Leave  to  obfeive,  that,  in  ki s 
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humble  opinion,  one  of  the  moft  linking  modes  of  brioguf 
a  virtuous  redtitude  of  condudt  into  a  juft  and  brilliant  pou8 
of  view,  was  to  contraft  it  with  the  gloom  and  detriment^ 
influence  of  vicious  meafures;  and,  therefore,  hadhealladtl 
to  the  extremely  oppofite  chara&ers  of  Earl  Corawallisarfj 
Mr.  Haftings. 
Mr.  Wil-       Mr.  fViStrforce  faid  he  felt  himfelf  warranted  in  opi 
perforce,    the  refolution,  and  giving  his  reafons  for  fupporting  his 
honourable  friend  near  him,  who  had  that  evening  convii 
him  that  as  much  as  he  lamented  that  war  and  all  its  cabq 
ities  ihould  ever  take  place,  the  prefent  war  in  India  n 
founded  in  juftice,  in  policy,  and  in  expediency. 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  declared  that  he  had  never  heard  frotn  a  perfcai 
authority  in  fuch  confufed  notions,  and  fuch  a  juggle  a* 
were  of  juftice  and  policy,  and  tenets  fo  far  ftretched  ao4 
extraordinary  as  had  been  laid  down  by  the  right  honour* 
gentleman  over  againft  him.     He  added  that  Lord  Co 
wallis  had  originally  taken  up  the  matter  in   a  very  pro 
point  of  view :  he  had  condemned  the  tranfa&ion  relaj 
to  the  forts,  in  ftrong  terms,  in  his  letters  to  the  Boan 
Madras;   but,    he  had,    afterwards,  unfortunately,  alu 
his  opinion.     Why,  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  imagine;  he  cej 
fee  nothing  like  judgement  in  his  having  doue  fo.     With' 
fpedt  to  the  hoftile  preparations  of  Tippoo,  on  which 
much  ftrefs  had  been  laid,  it  was  an  argument  that  fcai 
deferved  an  aqfwer ;  and  though  he  had  heard  much  hj 
critical  cant  and  declamation  on  the  miferies  of  war,  not4 
word  had  been  faid  of  that  part  of  the  India  bill  in  1} 
which  provided  againft  the  Company's  entering  into  I 
war  from  motives  of  ambition  or  conqueft,  and  which 
been  copied  from  a  bill  of  his  own.     He  reprobated  thci 
ance  which  had  been  entered  into  with  the  Mahrattas 
the  Nizam,  for  the  extirpation  of  Tippoo,]and  the  plondcf 
of  his  territories.     It  was  lingular  that,  at  a  time  when 
enlightened  policy  of  the  nations  of  Europe  had  abandtil 
all  offenfive  alliances,  as  if  aihamed  of  their  having  ever! 
ifted,  we  ihould  perfift  in  that  difgraceful  fyftem  in  &J 
'  i  country,'  where  we  profefled  to  maintain,  and  drcb 

that  we  would  maintain  trje  greateft  moderation.  Thetf 
ftriking  inftance  of  an  offenfive  alliance  formed  in  Eufl 
had  been  the  Family  Compaft  of  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon.  1 
compact,  fo  far  as  it  was  offenfive,  was  annihilated  as  ft 
as  a  better  Government  became  eftablifhed  in  France,  and 
was  convinced,  that  it  never  would  be  revived.  During  J 
courfe  of  his  political  life,  the  ungracious  and  unpop 
talk  of  finding  fault  with  the  meafures  of  Government, 
often  fallen  to  his  lot ;  on  the  prefent  occafioo,  he  was  I 
ling  to  encounter  the  popularity  of  averting  that  we  bad* 
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barked  Dot  only  in  an  expenfive,  but  in  an  unjuft  war;  a  war 
in  which  defeat  might  prove  almoft  as  good  as  conqueft,  and 
themoft  brilHant  fuccefles  might  be  juftly  deemed  misfortunes. 
It  was  an  eafy  matter  for  that  Houfe,  or  for  another  popular 
Aflembly,  to  prove  that  they  were  right,  and  their  enemies 
wrong;  but  the  voice  of  the  Public  would  be  heard.  What 
was  the  language  of  the  advocates  for  the  jufticeof  the  war? 
u  Tippoo  was  the  aggreflbr ;  we  will  not  reft  fatisfied  with 
ts  reparation  for  the  particular  offence,  but  we  will  have — 
u  (the  Tight  honourable   arid  learned  gentleman  had  almoft 

*  faid)  unconditional  fubmiffion."  Did  we  exa&  the  fame 
unconditional  fubmiflion  from  Spain,  whom  we  held  out  to 

hthe  reft  of  Europe  as  the  aggreflbr  in  the  late  difpute  ?  No, 
for  although  the  ofreftce  was  flagrant,  we  only  afked  for 
fatisfaclion.  But  how  had  Tippoo  become  the  aggreflbr  in 
the  difpute  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  ?  The  Rajah  had 
purchased  two  forts  from  the  Dutch,  'direftly  contrary  to 
,  tbe  advice  of  his  allies  the  Englifh,  who  certainly  would 
jfcence  have  been  juftified  in  abandoning  the  treaty  with  him 
fen  that  occafion,  unlefs  it  were  to  be  maintained, 'that  in  a 
jdefenfive  alliance,  it  was  in  the  power  of  any  of  the  parties 
rto  force  the  other  to  embark  in  a  war,  as  the  caprice  of  the  ^ 
■  moment  might  dictate.  Mr.  Fox  put  the  cafe,  that  fuch  a 
^treaty  had  been  made  in  Europe  with  Pruflia,  Ruflin,  or  the 
I  Emperor^  and,  then,  afked  whether,  under  fimilar  cirum- 
|  fences  it  would  hold  water  for  a  moment?  Suppofing  Spain,  » 

■leing  an  ally  of  France,.  France  fhould  have  bargained  for 
^the  Low  Countries,  and  Great  Britain  and  Holland  made 
fwar  on  France,  from  the  danger  they  faw  in  not  being  al- 
lowed to  hold  the  Auftrian  Netherlands ;  would  Spain,  was 
[k  imagined,  think  herfelf  bound  to  join  France  in  a  war 
'tgamft  Holland  and  Creat  Britain  ?  We  looked  at  Tippoo 
jSaiVs  conduct,  and  did  not  fee  the  injuftice  of  our  own. 
Tippoo  profefled  to  have  a  right  to  Cranganore  and  lacottah, 
and  he  aimed  to  recover  his  right.  What  do  we.  do  ?  We 
tarry  the  war  into  the  centre  of  Tippoo  Sultan's  dominions, 
extirpate  him,  and  divide  his  territories.  Might  not  we 
with  equal  juftice  fay,  we  pretend  only  to  defend  our  ally, 
l*ndbya  trick  we  get  a  cafe  made  to  turn  Tippoo  into  the 
;*ggreflbr,  and  then  we  wage  ofrenfive  war,  with  a  view  to 
lis  utter  ruin.     Mr.  Fox  declared,  he  had  always  entertained 

*  rcfpefi  for  Lord  Cornwallis's  character,  and  that  it  was 
.much  heightened  by  what  he  had  heard  of  his  conduct  in 

India;  but  in  fuffering  the  war  to  be  made  againft  Tippoo, 
j  b«  thought  that  he  deferved  more  cenfurc  than  praife.  He 
alfo  ridiculed  Mr.  Dondas  for  going  fo  far  hack  in  his  argu- 
ment as  the  treaty  of  Mangalore,  and  termed  our  war  both 
impolitic  and  unjuft,  an  excufe  for  which  was  fought  for 
in  fufpicions  and  furmifes. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  again  remarked)  that  arguments  mmf 
ufed  on  both  fides  of  the  Houfe  in  filpport  of  that  view  ofdf 
queftion,  which  thofe  who  ufed  them  thought  foficient  jp 
maintain  their  reafonings  ;  but  which,  according  to  the  id$| 
of  gentlemen  who  entertained  different  fentiments,  ratta| 
told  the  other  way ;  fo,  on  the  prefent  occafion,  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  ft  a  ted,  that  his  right  honoai 
and  learned  friend  had  confounded  the  two  arguments  of 
juftice  and  poiiey  of  the  war  againft.  Tippoo,  and  pa  died 
farther  than  they  would  fairly  go.     It  fo  happeped,  on 
prefent  occafion,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  q 
fife  to  him  appeared  to  have  confounded  the  juftice  and  polk 
of  the  war,  and  not  his  right  honourable  andjearned  frieoi 
who  had,  in  his  mind,  placed  the  whole  of  the  argument 
its  true  grounds,  and  cleared  it  from  all  the  fallacy  and  ffl 
conception  with  which  it  had  been  obfeured.     Mr.  Pitt 
tended  that  we  were  bound  by  the  facred  faith  of  a  fofon 
treaty,  to  ad  in  the  manner  that  we  had  done,  and  to 
and  lupport  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  in  the  war  coram 
againft  Tippoo.     This  war  bad  not  originated  in  what 
right  honourable  gentleman  called  furmifes  and  fufpi  ' 
*   but  in  a£ts  of  hoftility  committed  by  Tippoo  Sultan 
the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  and  as  we  had  entered  into  a 
of  alliance  with  him,  we  were  bound  to  defend  him  when 
tacked.     It  was  not,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  I 
ftated,  that  the  war  was  owing  to  the  Rajah's  having  p 
chafed  tfoe  two  forts  of  Iacottah  and  Cranganore,  or  that, 
had,  on   that  account,  taken  a  part  in  it.     We  had  bool 
ourfelves  to  defend  the  Rajah  of  'I  ravancofe  in  his  anciq 
poffeffions ;  thofe  pofteffions  (the  lines  of  Travancore)  foi 
undoubtedly  a. part    of  the  ancient  poffeflions  of  the  Rap 
and  would  any  human  being  contend  that  our  flag  woq 
not  have  been  tarnifhed,  if  while  we  were  in  treaty  of  alliai 
and  defence  of  the  Rajah,  we  had  not  fupported  him?  If» 
the  right   honourab'e  gentleman  had  faid,  with  much  11 
nuity,  with  great  brilliancy,  hut  not  with  equal  juftice, 
were  to  look  to  our  conduct,  it  would  appear  more  tnJefc 
fible  than  that  of  Tippoo  Saib,  becaufe  if  we  charged  hi 
with  having  pretended  to  have  wan'ed  to  rerover  the  forts 
Iacottah  and  Cranganore,  when  in  facl  his  real  defigriwas 
attack  the  ancient  poffeffions  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancorei  1 
might  charge  us  with  pretending  to  have  acted  in  define* 
the  Rajah,  when  in  facl  our  purpofewas  to  invade  Tippoo 
dominions,  and  annihilate  his  power.  **  If  that  argument  wtf 
applicable,  it  certainly  would  prove  a  ftrong  cafe  againft  d 
line  of  conduct  we  had  purfued,  but  to  render  the  argan«4 
parallel,  it  muft  he  made  out  that  Tippoo  Sultan  had 
initted  no  aggreflion  whatever,  and  only  meditated  an** 
2  t*** 
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!  tack.    But  as  the  contrary  was  the  fa£t,  an  J  Tippoo  had. 
I  committed  an  afl  of  violence,  by  attacking  the  lines  of  Tra- 
vaocorc,  could  any  man  affirm  that  the  Britifh  name  in  India 
j  would  not  be  difgraced,  if  we  were  to  let  the  aggreffor  pals 
j  without  fome  decifive  tokens  of  refentment  ?    But  the  right 
honourable ,*gent  1cm an  had  contended  that  Tippoo  offered  to 
trear,  and  any  propofal  of  an  amicable  acLjuftment  was  pre- 
ferable to  war.     Moll  undoubtedly,  any  reafonable  proffer 
Wadjultmmt  would  have  bern  worth  likening  10;  laut  how 
^theca'e  Hand  :     As  foon  as  we  heard    that    Tippoo  laid 
jdbiin  to  1  lie  furls  of  1  aeon  ah  and  Cranganorej   we  fent  in  a 
IkicaMc:  way  to  inform  him  that  inquiry  (houhl  he  made  into 
■  ri|h  10  thole-  forts,  and  if  it  {hould  appear  that  Tippoo 
Bl>  right  ro  them,   \vc  would  take  care  they  fhould  be  re- 
ftrc4;  and  for  that  purpofe  we  defired  that  Corrimi/Tioners 
Bild  be  appointed  to  adjuir  I  he  lame.     Tippoo  fends  a  Ict- 
E  advancing  faifh  in    contrariety   to  I  he  itatemeut  of  our 
k«.     We  thereupon   appoint  Commiflioners  ;  he  refufes 
Byrne  any,  but    di-fires  us  to  fend    an  Ambaflajor  to   his 
:,  ri^ii    i;itn.hv    humiliate  ourfdves    in    the  eyes  of  all 
■pa;  and  even  while  the  negociat ion  is  going  on,  he  proves 
•Btv  nf  an  aggi-eflion,     The  right  honourable  gentleman 
B  t*  !,  that  it  had  been  omitted  to  be  Mated,  that  we  firil 
BiWTippoo>  by  a   fally  of  the  Rajah's  troops  out  of  the 
Slot  Tra  vane  ore;  but  how  was  that  circum  fiance  I  Some 
•  the  Rajah's  men  go  out  beyond  the  lines    to  clear  fome 
wkets,  orj  ai  [he  term  of  the  language  was^  fome  jungles, 
Herder  that   no   hatlery   may  be  erected  to  [day  upon  the 
mm;  in  doing  this,  tliey  perceive  a    battery,  and  are  fired 
Hi;  they  then  difmantle  the  battery,   and  return.   Would 
It  man  lay,   that  a  power  a  cling  with  to  much  appearance 
■pftility  as  to  have  caufed  batteries  to  be  erefled  clofe  to 
>Wwnes  of  yonr  barrier,  might  not  be  1o  n<5ted  againf^  jufti- 
By  ?  Mr*  Pitt  related  the  circum fiances  of  1  ip poo's  con- 
B  in  fending   his  ihree  letters,  and  before  the  laft   could 
™b*  received  at  Madras,  making  two  fevera]  attacks   on 
Bine*  of  Travancore,  which  he  carried  by  his  feeond  at- 
B*    Hr  took  notice  of  what  Mr.  Fun  had  hid  rebrive  to 
Ba  cnnfiru^Jion  cf  a  treaty  of  alliance  with  any  European 
Iter  a*  we  had  put  upon  rfat  with  the  Rajah  of  Travan- 
Bfc-    *1  he  right  honourable  gentleman,    he  obferved,  had 
BWacafr  of  Prance  having  purchafeJ  the  Low  Countries 
Bhe  AuftVian  Netherlands  of  the  Emperorj  and  afked  whe- 
mp§  rfwefii^uld  make  war  upon  her,  Spain,  being  in  al- 
Bce  with  Francej   would  feel  her  ftdf  bound  ionilift  France 
W  war  agjinil  us-     That   inftance   never  could  apply,  be- 
We  the  Low  Countries  were  to  remain  in  the  poiTeffion  of 
Jte  Emperor,  under  the  fanflion  of  a  Treaty,  to  which  \va 
[Vol.  XX  VIII-  3N  werf 
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were  the  guarantees ;  but  even  fuppofing  that  there  was  no 
treaty  in  the  cafe,  it  might,  from  motives  of  expediency  airf 
felf  prefervation,  which  amounted  to  a  political  neceffity,  to 
the  policy  of  this  country  to  make  war  upon  France,  withf^ 
view  to  prevent  her  from  acquiring  an  undue  afcendancy  iflL 
the  political  fcale  df  European  power.     With  regard  to  tin 
treaties  that  had  heen  entered  into  by  the  Eaft-India  Corapttf 
with  the  Mahrattasand  the  Nizam,  which  the  right  honott 
able  gentleman  had  complained  of,*  becaufe  they  wereoffin 
five  as  well  as  defenfive  treaties,  what  was  the  agreement 4 
one  country  with  a  fecond  to  make  war  on  a  third,  buU 
offenfi  ve  alliance  ?  and  how  in  the  nature  of  things  coutt 
be  otherwife  ?  Were  not  all  alliances,  with  fome  modificatid 
offenfive  alliances  ?  In  anfwer  to  Mr.  Fox's  declaration,  tfai 
the  treaties  were  grounded  on   the  principle  of  annihilatu 
Tippoo  Sultan,  and  dividing  his  dominion,  in  order  to  ext 
pate  his  power,  Mr.  Pitt  faid,  there  was  no  fuch  matter! 
the  treaties,  nor  would  he  accede  to  the  argument,  that  co 

!|ueft  would  be  worfe  for  us  than  defeat.  The  whole  ideal 
avouring  Tippoo,  who  was  at  this  time  our  enemy,  in  on 
to  balance  him  againft  the  Mahrattas,  who  were  at  preft 
our  friends,  was  a  fort  of  policy  which  he  profefled,  for  el 
he  did  not  undernand.  With  regard  to  the  favoured  eta 
in  the  adl  of  Parliament,  which  the  right  honourable  gtflt 
man  had  copied  from  a  bill  of  his  own,  it  was  evident  A 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not  lately  read  it ;  N 
caufe,  in  that  very  claufe,  there  was  a  provifion  for  the  cJ 
which  had  happened,  and,  in  confequenceof  theexprefswof 
of  the  claufe,  Lord  Cornwallis  had  acted  as  he  had  done, 
making  the  treaties  with  the  Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam  t 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  next  took  notice  of  what  1 
fallen  from  Major  Maitland,  with  fo  much  ability,  obftf 
ing,  that  though  the  honourable  gentleman  had  firft  declai 
that  there  were  but  four  powers  of  any  confequencc  in  Itw 
(the  Bri:i(h,  the  Myforean  Power,  the  Mahratta,  and  I 
Nizam)  and  had  afterwards  dropped  the  Nizam,  and  ci 
fined  himfelf  to  three  great  Powers,  (the  BritiuS,  Tip| 
Sultan,  and  the  Mahrattas)  yet  there  was  a  fourth  of  fi 
importance,  not  joined  with  the  other  Mahntttas';  and! 
was  the  Rajah  of  Berar.  Mr.  Pitt  having  declared  thatl 
tvir  was  ncc^ffiry  a:  d  unavoidable,  unlefs  we  meant  to  hi 
been  guilty  of  a  violation  of  public  faith,  hinted  tol 
Houfe  that  he  was  perfuaded  that  Mr.  Dundas  would  ( 
prjfs  his  motions  that  evening,  but  would  referve  them*: 
tlie  vpaia'e  coniideration  of  another  day,  againft  which  til 
g*r\\\zin  n  might  turn  all  that  they  had  heard  that  daj 
their  mjncls,  and  confider  what  had  been  faid  upon  the  I 
jeer,  on  both  fides  of  the.  Houfe,  when  he  was  convinced  I 
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thty  would  think  with  him,  and  agree  that  his  right  honour- 
able friend  had  ftated  the  argument  fairly  and  truly.  '  He 
fignified  his  determination  to  move  a  negative  upon  the  fir  ft 
refolution  which  was  then  before  the  Houfe,  becaufe  it  con- 
tained a  falfe  ftatement  of  a  fa£t. 

Mr.  Fex  begged  leave  to  remind  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Fox, 
:leiuaii>  that  whit  11  he  mentioned  furmiies  and  fufpicion^,  he 
tifuded  to  what  had  patted  in  1789,  and  not  I  ippoo's  attack 
HI  the  lines   of  Travancore,  which    he  certainly  had  never 
sfidered  as  a  furmifc.     With  regard  to  what  he  lad  laid  of 
1  country  not  being  bound  by  any  treaty  to  fupport  an- 
r,  under   c  rtain   circumftances,   he  would   reflate   his 
afition,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  might  un- 
iand  him.     If  a  Power  a&ed  contrary  10  the  advice  of 
illy,  and  a  war  was   die  confequence,  that  ally  was  not  « 

to   fupport  the  former  in    that  war.     J 11  the  cafe  of 
Saib,  he  had  ftated  hh  right  to  the  forts  of  lacottah 
^ranganore,  and  the  Britifh  Government  had  advifed  the 
tof  Travancore  not  to  purchafe  thofe  forts, 

F'ttiding  faid  he  could  not  fubfcrihe  to  the  refolutions      Lord 
table,  becaufe  he  did  not  think  that  the  fadts  would  Fklding, 
rthero  out.     He  fpokc  of  the  nature  of  all  offenfive  and 
ive  treaties,  and  ftated  that  he  could  not  accede  to  the 
Bents  that  had  been  ufed  refpecling  them. 

Selicii&r  Gtntrut  oh  fervid,  that   Tiprioo  Sultan    not  Solicitor 
iaJ  no  right  to  the  two  forts   of  lacottah  and  Cranga-  General. 
but  muft  have  been  confeious  that  he  had  no  right  ro 
becaufe  he  had  bevii  in  treaty  with  the  Dutch  for  the 
ifc    of  them,  before   the  jtajah  of  Trivancore  bought 
and  had  offered  more  money  for  them  than  the  Rajah 

.Fox  referred  to  the  printed  papers  as  a  proof  of  the 

Hon  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  put,  that  the 
(f  war  with  Tippoo  Sultan  appears  to   have  originated 
*  Jiurchafeof  Cranganore  and  lacottah  of  the  Dutch,  by 
»j^h  of  Travancorc ; 
p^&iTed  in  the  negative. 

paction  was   made*    and  the  queftion   being  prouofed, 
©n  the  14th  of  June,    17^9,  the  Rajah  of  Travancore 
the  Government  of    rV-adras   of  the   approach   of 
Sultan  again  ft  Cranganore,  then   in  pofteftion  of  the 
of  whom  he   demanded  the  Surrender;  and  that,  on 
July   following,  and  pending  the  iflue  of  the  faid 
the  Ra?ah  purthafed  the  faid  fort  of  the  Dutch  Go- 
of Cochin  ; 
cbe  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftion 
mt; 

3N  a  It 
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It  pa4Ted  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  propoU, 
That,  on  the  17th  of  Auguft,  1789,  the  Governor  of  Fod 
Saint  George  informed  the  Rajah  of  his  difapprobation  of  the 
laid  purchafe,  giving  his  opinion,  u  That  it  would  irritifit 
<€  Tippoo  Sultan,  and  appear  as  a  collufive  tranfacY;on"aa^ 
further,  u.  That  the  Government  of  Madras  would  notfu] 
**  port  him  in  any  contefts  in  which  he  might  engage,  beyo 
**  the  limits  of  his  own  pofleffious;" 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftij 
}>enowput; 

It  pafled  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and   the   queftion  being   prop 
That  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  informed  the  Governmefl 
Madras,  that  he  had  concluded  the  faid  purchafe  with  th 
vice  and  approbation  of  the  preceding  Governor,  Sir 
bald  Campbell,  whereas  it  is  affirmed  by  Sir  Archibald  < 
bell,  in  his  letter  ro  the  Court  of  Directors,  dated  20th| 
tember,   1790,  '*  That  he  neither  countenanced  nor; 
"  the  Rajah  in  the  purchafe  of  Cranganore  and  Ijcoii 
and  it  is  afferted  by  the  Court  of  Directors,  u  That  nd 
"  appeared  on  the  Madras  records  to  corroborate  thei 
"  tion  of  the  Rajah  relative  to  thofe  places  having  feer&J 
*l  chafed  by  him  in  confluence  of  Sir  Aichibald  Can 
<<  advice  ;w 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  qu 
be  now  put ; 

It  paiTed  in  the  negative- 

A  motion  was  made,  and   the  -que  A  ion    being   pr 
That  the  Governor  General  and  Council  of  Bengal,  •' 
letter  of  the  29th  September,  1789,  have  declared 
"  entire  difapprobation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Rajah  < 
?c  vancore,"  and  that  his  engaging  "  in  any  new  coi 

V  either  with  the  Dutch  or  the  Rajah  of  Cochin, 

V  only  be  highly  offensive  to  Tippoo,  rmt   mighty 
1               v    «'  confidered  as  direft  infractions  of  the  late  treaty  «N 

and  that,  in  their  letter  of  the  6th  Pecemher,  ijf 
have  fun  her  declared,  that,  "of  whatever  importa 
u  two  places  might  appear  to  the  defence  of  the  terrrt 
«  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  it  could  not  be  oppofi 
«'  ferious  confequences  of  a  wjyr ;" 
.  And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  than 
be  now  put; 

It  pafledin  the  negative, 

A  motion  was  made,  and   the  queftion   being    pa 
the  firft  hoftility  on  the  lines  of  T  ravancore,  on  the^ 
December,  1789,  was  fpontaneoufly,  and  almoft  iiT 
disavowed  by  Tippoo  Sultan,  in  his  letter  to  the1 
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of  Fort  Saint  George,  of  the  ift  of  January  following,  where- 
in he  dates,  "  that  the  attack  was  occafioned  by  the  Rajah's 
**  people  having  fired  firft  on  his  troops,  that  thereupon  the 
j  **  lines  were  invefted,  that  he  ordered  his  troops  to  difcon- 

;  **  tinue  the  attack,  and  fent  back  fome  people  whom  they 

i  *'  bad  captured  and  brought  with  them;"  and   by   a  letter 

of  the  Government  cf  Fort  Saint  George,  of  the  17th  Fe- 
bruary following,  it  is  alio  ftated,  "  that  the  conduct,  of  Tip- 
c<  poo  Sultan  fince  that  period,  (viz.  29th  of  December)  had 
JP  •  €c  been  conformable  to  fuch  disavowal ;  for  although  his  army 
*«  was  (till  encamped  near  the  lines,  nothing  hoiiUe  had  been 
*«  committed  againft  tl^em,  nor  had  there  been  any  niove- 
4*  ment  againft  Cranganore,  or  lac«ttah  ;" 
It  paffed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  propofed, 
That,  by  the  letters  cf  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  of  the  ift 
of  March,  1790,  it  appears  that  "from  the  29th  Decem- 
€«  ber,  Tippoo  Sultan  continued  quiet,"  and  that  on  the  ift 
of  March,  the  Rajah's  people  advanced  from  his  lines  (that 
is,  beyond  the  acknowledged  boundary  of  his  dominions)  in 
order  to  demolifh  and  deftroy  certain  preparations,  faid  to  be 
making  by  Tippoo  Sultan  to  form  a  battery,  and  that  an  en- 
gagement took  place ; 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftion 
be  now  put; 

It  parted  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  propofed, 
That  it  appears  by  the  fetter  of  the  3d  January,  179Q,  from 
the  Government  of  Madras,  that,  in  their  opinion,  "  Th$ 
**  purchafe  of  Cranganore  and  lacottah  might  naturally  be 
€C  fuppofed  to  give  umbrage  to  Tippoo  Sultan,  and  that  the 
*'  Company  ought  not  to  be  committed  in  the  defence  of 
«c  places  furtively  obtained; — that  it  appeared  highly  incon- 
*'  fiftent  to  fuffer  the  rafh,  imprudent,  and  unreasonable  con- 
*«  duft  of  the  Rajah  to  involve  us,  and  that  his  conduit  was 
<€  unwarrantable  on  every  principle  of  policy  and  juftice  f 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftion 
be  now  put ;  , 

It  paffed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and   the   queftion  being  propofed, 

That  it  appears  by  the  orders  of  the  13th  November,  1789, 

I  and  8th  February,  17QO,  from  the  Government  of  Bengal, 

:  €C  1  hat  if  the  right  of  the  Dutch  to  Cranganore  and  Iacot- 

**  tah  could  be  afcertained,  the  transfer  ihould  be  deemed 

{  '*  valid  and  juft,  and  the  Rajah's  poffeffion  maintained  and 

(«  defended  ;* 
And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftioi* 
be  now  put ; 
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It  paCed  in  the  negative^  w 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  put*  That*  . 
from  the  commencement  of  thofe  tranfa&ions  to  the  lateft  ' 
period  of  advice,  there  appeared  to  be  an  opening,  from  the 
letters  of  Tippoo  Sultan  himfelf,  to  have  adjuiled  the  dif- 
ference between  him  anJ.the  Rajah.of  Travancore,  by  a  fair 
and  honourable  negociation,  through  the  mediation  of  the 
Britifh  Government; 

It  puffed  in  the  negative. 

A.  motion  was  maJe,  and  the  queftion  being  put,  That 
the  expences  of  the  war  muft  be  felt,  in  a  very  ferious  degree* 
difireffing  to  all  our  Governments  in  India,  and  greatly  over- 
balancing any  probable  advantages  from  fuccefs,  the  Gover- 
nor General  and  Council  having  given  their  opinion,  on  the 
29th  of  Auguft,  1789,  "  That  the  conteft,  even  if  attended 
-  4i  witty  the  utmoft  fuccefs,  canqot  prove  advantageous  tp 
iC  our  affairs  in  that  country;"  and  General  Meadows,  iif 
his  letter  of  the  14th  Auguft,  1790,  having  declared  hisopi* 
nioh  "  That  it  would  be  oeconomy  at  any  ex  pence  to  (horten 
u  the  war,  for  we  muft  be  undone  by  proci aft i nation;'* 

It  paffed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being  put,  That  it 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  in  advifeable  mealure  for  defeat 
irig  any  fuppofed  ambitious  projects  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  to 
hazard  the  confequences  of  offenfive  alliances  with  the  Mah- 
rattas  and  the  Nizam,  avowing  a  partition  of  conquefts  in- 
the  terms  of  the  late  treaties  concluded  with  thofe  Powers  in 
behalf  of  the  Eaft- India  Company,  by  t!>e  Supreme  Council 
of  Bengal-; 

It  paffed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  beii^;  propofed, 
That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Houfe,  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
theDire^ors  of  the  Eaft-India  Company,  and  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  to  tranfmit  fuch  orders  to  the  Company's  fervant*  ^ 
in  India,  as  may  tend  nioft  fpeedily  to  procure  peace  with 
Tippoo  Sultan  on  moderate  and  equitable  terms; 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that  queftion 
be  now  put ; 

It  paffed  in  the  negative. 

Adjourned. 

Tuefday,  \Jl  March. 

After  a  motion  from  Mr.  Martin,  (the  obfervation?  pre* 
ceding  which  are  too  unimportant  to  be  prefled  upon  the  .at- 
tention of  our  readers)  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
"  to  confider  of  the  heft  means  to  regulate  the. temperature 
u  of  the  air  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,*'  " 

Mr. 


Mr.  Mitford  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into 
consideration  the  motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  "  to  re- 
*f  lieve,  upon  condition?,  and  under  reftricTion?,  perfons 
u  called  Protcfting  Catholic  Diflenters,  from  certain  penal- 
"  ties  and  difabilittes,  to  which  Papifts,  or  perfons  profeffing 
w  the  Pepifli  religion,  are,  by  law,  fubjedt." 

When  the  Speaker  had  quitted  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Stanley 
had  taken  his  feat  at  the  table, 

Mr.  A'filford rofe,  and  having  premifed  that  he  was  happy      r»Tr. 
to  feel  hirnlelf,  in  conference  of  the  diif'ufive  remarks  which  ^i"f°rd. 
he  had  made,   in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  itreek,  concern- 
ing the  nature    and  object   of  the  bill   in  queftion,  relieved 
from  the  ncccffty  of  trefpa fling  upon  the  time  and  patience 
"of  the   Committee,  added,  that   for  two    years  he  had  been 
;  holding  out  to  the  Public  an  intention  of  bringing  forward, 
!  srsfpeedily  a«  poflible,  fome  plan  to  exempt    the  Roman  Ca- 
j  th:dics  from  the  feverity  of  thofei  laws  under  the  preffure  of 
4  which  they  laboured  ;  and  the  pre  lent  he  conceived  to  be  a 
rfit  opportunity  for  the  Houfe  to  grant  fuch  relief,  especially 
:^to  that  particular  body  of  men  for  whom  he  craved  it.     He 
t.would  not  pretend  to  afcortain  Wow  far  a  Government  oughr? 
E«r  ought    not,  to  interfere  with    the  religious   and   political 
{opinions' of  the  people;  to  overturn  tbe  principle  of  fuch  in- 
fterference,   was  not  the  object  of  his  motion ;  the  laws  were 
\  made  again  ft  men  who  were  confitlered  as  hoftile  to  their  in- 
kfluence  antl  to  the  Prince  on  the  throne.   Thofe  on  whole  be- 
Jblf  he  fpoke  held'no  fuch  principles,  but  were  as  loval  fub- 
j?cte  as  any  in  the  kingdom.     He  propofed  no  repeal  of  thofe 
jifcuures,    which  he  held   to  be  a  difgrace  to   the  law  books, 
TOJt  merely  an  exemption  from  their  operation  in  favour  of  a 
Jfew;   fo  fmall,  indeed,  was  the  exemption,  that   there  was  • 

JBooccafion  for  any  alarm,  nor  did  he  think  there  would  be 
pny  occafion,  were  all  the  Roman  Catholics  to  be  at  once 
greed  from  the  operation  of  thofe  fevere  (ratines.  It  was,  in 
Ibis  opinion,  proper  to  attend  to  popular  prejudice,  r,nd  there- 
*fcre,  for  the  moft  perfeel  aflurance  to  the  Pubiic  at  large,  ' 
.'that  toleration  alone  was  defired,  he  propofed  not  to  admit 
.the  perfons  in  queftion  to  fituations  of  truft  or  places  nn^er 
Government,  but  was  only  anxi-  us  to  have  them  or.fidereci 
as  men  of  honour  and  loyalty,  and  good  Chriftians,  though 
they  differed  with  us  in  the  forms  of  religion  or  worfhip*  He 
funhcr  Mated,  that  at  various  periods  of  ourhiftory,  Roman 
Catholics  had  acted  in  a  fimilar  manner,  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth,  King  James,  Charles  t  he  Second,  and  other  So-  . 
▼ereigns  ;  that  they  had,  at  different  times,  protefted  againu) 
the  power  of  the  Pope  to  abfolve  from  the  oath  of  allegiance; 
Others  had  remonftrated  againft  it,  and  they  had  affumed  dif-' 
ferent   appellations,  fome  calling  themf^Ives  Protefting  Dif- 

fenters, 
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{enters,  others  Remonftrants.  At  one  time  thay  were  ex- 
tremely ill  treated  by  their  brethren  who  would  not  proteft, 
and  were  much  perfecuted  by  them  ;  but  relief  had  been  af- 
forded them  by  various  a£ts  of  Parliament  in  the  feveral  reigns 
to  which  he  had  alluded.  Having,  in  conclufion,  obferved, 
that  thofe  perfons  for  whom  he  ftood  forward  had  taken  the 
name  of  Protefting  Catholic  Diffenters,  Mr.  Mkford  moved, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  relieve,  upon 
"  conditions,  and  under  reft ri 3 ions,  perfons  called  Proteft- 
"  ing  Catholic  Diffenters,  from  certain  penalties  and  difabi-  ( 
u  lities,  to  which  Papifts,  or  perfons  profeffing  the  Popiih  | 
"  religion,  are  by  law  fubje<£hw  ! 

Mr.  Fox.      Mr.  Foxy  rifing  next,  obferved  that  notwithftandinghis  1 
conviction  of  the  liberal  and  ferviceable  tendency  of  the  mo-  j 
tion,  he  could  not  avoid  meeting  it  with  the  propofed  amend-  j 
ment  in  the  addition  of  the  words  "  and  others."     As  to  his| 
own  opinion  refpe&ing  Tefts,  it  had  been  fo  generally  cir- 
culated that  a  recapitulation  of  it  appeared  needlefs.    He1 
thought  all  Tefts,  both  in  Religion  and  Politics  abfurd,  andj 
unwife,  excepting  only  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.     He  had 
-  ,      bpen  the  moft  ftrong  againft  the  Teft  and  Corporation  Acls;1 
,  yeti.  he  admitted  that  there  was  a  great  and  material  differ-j 
crrce  between   the  confiderations   that  ought  to  weigh  with 
the  Legiflature  on  that  occafion,  and  the  confutations  tbat 
ought  to  weigh  with  them  on  this.     He  never  would  be 
found  to  be  one  of  thofe,  who  did  not  h6ld  that  the  public 
had  a  right  to  prefcribe  what  qualifications  and  reftriclionJ 
they  pleafed  for  any  perfon,  before  the  King  could  employ 
him  in  their  fervice.     Where  Roman  Catholics  did  not  foli* 
•  cit  an  admiffion  to  any  place  of  truil,  but  only  afked  leave' 
to  worfliip  God  Almighty  in  their  own  way,  they  ought 
in  juftice,  in  reafon,  and  in  humanity,  to  be  allowed  this  li- 
berty without  remaining  fubje&ed  to  the  operation  of  fevere. 
and  fanguinary  laws.     Toleration   in  Religion  was  one  of1 
the  great  rights  of  man,  and  a  man  ought  never  to  be  de- 
prived of  what  was  his  natural  righty     His  having  brougW 
forward  a  motion  for  the  repeal  of  the  Teft  and  Corporation 
Acts  had  afforded  him  this  fatisfa£lion,  and  had  produced 
this  good,  although  it  failed  in  its  great  object  :  men  of  the 
firft  abilities,  and   of  the  higheft  authorities  in  that  Hoafe, 
had  all  concurred  in  admitting,  that  Toleration  was  the  un- 
doubted right  of  every  man.     Nay,  at  all  thofe  meetings  and  | 
affemblies  for  the  purpofe  of  oppofing  the  repeal  of  the  Teft 
A&9  the  conduft  at  which  meetings  no  man  difapproved 
more  than  he  did,  every  one  the  moft  inveterate  againft  the 
repeal,  took  the  opportunity  to  profefs  himfelf  a  friend  to 
Toleration.     Might  he  not,  then,  afk  whether  it  was  becom- 
ing to  profefs  fo  much,  and  to  a£t  fb  little  up  to  their  pro- 
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feffions,  by  faffering  laws  to  remain  in  force  which  were  facn- 
daloafly  difgraceful  to  the  nation,  and  unfit  to  exift  a  mo- 
ment in  any  country  profeffing  Toleration  ?  The  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman  had  opened  his  motion  by  rafting  thofe 
Jaws  on  the  dangerous  opinions  which  Roman  Catholics  had 
holden  and  entertained*  He  would  not  believe  that  the  caufe 
w  thofe  laws  was  any  fuch  opinions,  becaufe  no  fuch  opi- 
nions exifted.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  notorious  that  they 
ipwed  their  origin,  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  to  ano-  t 

tter  canfe :  the  fear  of  the  power  of  the  Pope.     Their  mul- 
tiplication of  the  fame  caufe  in  the  reign  of  King  James.     A 
ftroch  more  fenfible  reafon  opperated  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
Second:  it  was  the  fear  of  a  Popifh  King  and  tyrant, 
in  fubfequfent  times,  the  fear  of  a  popifh  Pretender.     All 
>fe  fears  had  been  in  fome  degree  warranted;  but,  a  wrong 
was  taken  to  appeafe  their  violence. '  In  the  two  firft 
thefe  reigns,  (Elizabeth  and  James)  perfecution  had  been 
■fbrted  to ;  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  good  men, 
f*honi  he  gave  credit  for  having  afled  as  they  thought  for 
I  beft,  though  he  could  not  avoid  differing  from  their 
prion,  might  have  defeated  a  Popifh  King  upon  a  different 
ft  a  better  ground.     But,  we  were  not  now  afraid  of  the 
pe,  nor  of  a  Popifh  King,  nor  of  a  Popifh  Pretender. 
K  Pope  had  no  power,  the  King  was  out  of  the  queilion, 
they  all  knew ;  and,  as  for  a'  Popifh  Pretender,  if  there 
le  Jacobites  enow  left  to  go  to  look  for  one,    in  what 
irter  did  fuch  an  idol  exift  ?  when  ail  thefe  reafons  were 
«,  ought  they   now  to    maintain  what  every  man  of 
ft  was  afhamed  to  keep  on  their  books  ftatutes  and  laws, 
feh  could  not  be  barely  ftated  without  being  univerfally 
Red.    As  he  had  faid,  the  other  day,  maxims  of  Tole- 
PD  were   a&ed    upon    more  or  lefs    in  every  country 
loghout  Europe.     Where  then  was  the  danger  of  adopt- 
■them  with  us  in  pra&ice  as  well  as  in  theory  ?  In  trie 
1780  difgraceful  riots,   it  was  true,  took  place,  in  con- 
of  a  partial  relief  being  given  to  the  Catholics;  but, 
»t  was  admitted  as  a  reafon  againft  the  general   re- 
Jne  foggefted,  it  was  not  only  an  objedHon  to  the  ho- 
Ittable  and  learned  gentleman's  propofition  for  relief,  but 
hy  propofition  of  the  kind  that  ever  could  be  brought  for- 
pm.    Did  any  man  in   his  fenfes  think  that   thofe  who 
trfed  the  tumults  could  diftinguifh  between  the  nature  of 
f  «ath  propofed  by  the  honourable  and  learned'gentleman, 
Id  that  which  might  be  fuggelted  on  a  general  repeal  of 
k  Sanguinary   ftatutes  ?  A  bill  for  the  partial  repeal  of 
fee  of  the  fevere  laws  had  pafTed  in  the  year   1778;    but, 
frsmore  fevere  were  left  behind,  becaufe  it  was  thought  as 
ey  could  not  well  be  carried  into  execution  without  thegf~ 
Vol.XXVIII.  3O  fiftance 
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fiftance  of  Government,  they  were  not  very  likely  to  be  a* 
ried  kitp  execution  at  all.    Had  the.  Catholics,  fince  17^ 
behaved  moredangeroufly  than  Wore?  Had  they  fhewn 
thing  fince  but  the  moft  perfe&  loyalty,  and  the  cond 
as  good  fubje£U  as  thofe  of  the  Eftabliihracnt  ?  and, 
more  of  them  came  forward  and  protefted  their  abjui 
of  thofe  opinions  which  they  never  entertained,  and  whick 
reafonable  man  believed  capable  of  embracing.     Relief 
relief  they  were  entitled  to,  and  it  ought  to  be  open  totl 
they  had  behaved  well,  and  no  fit  encouragement  was^ 
to  good  behaviour*     He  rejoiced,   however,  that  in  a 
years  they  muft  come  to  a  general  Toleration,  for  the 
were  too  much  enlightened  to  fuffer  men's  minds  toi 
(hackled.    There  was  but  a  plain  road  topurfue;  b 
if  they  pleafed,  all  their  Statutes  for  the  Eftablifhment 
Teft  and  Corporation  Ads  if  they  liked  it;  but  kt  the 
Book  be  examined,  and  ftrike  out  all  the  others  which 
merely  to  opinions.     He  believed  that,  in  Ireland, 
Afls  again  ft  Roman  Catholics  were  repealed,  and  no 
had  arifen ;  on  %the  contrary,  the  Catholics  had  behave^ 
comparably  well  ever  fince,  and  given  the  moft  fut  ~ 
proofs  of  their  loyalty  and  attachment  to  Government. 
Fox  wifhed,  as  the  Eftablifhment  depended  on  Ads 
liament,  to  know  who  gave  them  a  right  to  decide  u[ 
religious  opinions,  and  by  what  model  could  they  al 
which  opinions  were  right  and  which  wrong  ?  It  was  ' 
fome,    that  the  Pope  was  infallible;    by  others,   tl 
Church  and  Council  were  infallible;  but  none  had  ei 
tended  that  that  Houfe  was  infallible ;  they  might 
men  to  fines  and  penalties  for  being  better  than  thei 
at  all  events,  only  for  differing  from  them  in  their 
worfhiping  the  Deity.     He  fhould  move  his  amei 
but,  knowing  the  neceffity  for  compromifing,  for 
when  more  could  not  be  had,  if  he  found  his  an 
likely  to  impede  this  meafure,  he  would  withdraw 
in  that  cafe  he  pledged  himfelf,  at  fome  future  opj 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  thofe  laws  to  which  he 
ded.     The  time,  he  hoped,  would  come  when  Reli^ 
berty  would  be  as  generally  enjoyed  and  confidered  to 
eflential  as  Civil  Liberty.     Sure  he  was,  it  might  be 
ted  with  lefs  danger  to  the  State,  and  greater  fafetj 
Governments.     He  was  happy  in  being  able  to  aff 
Houfe  of  one  ftrong  proof  of  the  tolerant  fpirit  of  die 
by  ftating  to  them  that,  at  a  large  and  moft  refpedabfe 
ing  of  Proteftant  Di (Tenters,  they  were  unanimous  in 
ing  that  the  Proteftant  Catholics  might  obtain  relief 
had  come  to  arefolution  to  fupport  them  in  their.appl 
In  this  country,  it  was  well  known  that  there  *as 


cftabMftment  * fed  termed  Methodifls,  to  whom  it  was  im- 
puted tbat  the?  held  a  do&rine  that  fome  were  of  the  deft, 
and  feme  reprobated ;  a  dodrine  prima  facie  as  bad  as  could 
be  fuppofed  to  be  entertained,  becaufe  it  was  full  as  hoftile 
to  morality,  as  the  abfolution  of  the  Pope;  but,  he  would 
not  therefore  condemn  Methodifts,  and  think,    that  they 
ought  to  be  perfected.     His  mode  of  looking  at  the  matter 
'Was  this:  He  concluded  tbat  they  who  held  fuch  do&rines 
ttd  not  fee  the  fame  evil  confequences  as  appeared  to  him 
^Skely  to  follow  from  them.     He  knew  that  there  had  ex>- 
SW  many  of  the  Methodifl  perfuafion,  as  worthy,  as  good, 
hid  ar  exemplary  chara&ers  as  ever  lived  of  any  fe&  or  de- 
rription.     In  like  manner,  the  do&rines  of  the  Catholics 
frere  denied  by  themfelves   to  have  the  evil  confequences    * 
Aich  were  ftated  to  refult  from  them,  and  both  ought  to 
tt  believed  to  know  beft  what  they  confidered  as  the  con- 
quences  of  their  own  religion*     Thofe  laws  which  he  had 
probated  as  created  for  perfecution  and  revenge,  were  di* 
efted  againft  the  Catholics ;  when,  if  juftice  were  adhered 
fe  they  ought  to  have  been  dire&ed  alfo  againft  other  fe&ty 
pd  their  not  having  been  fo  dire&ed,  proved  that  they  wen 
Wended  as  a-  check  upon  opinions,  and  confequently  that 
bey  had  been  made  in  the  time  of  one  man  or  body  ot  men, 
Ihofe  aim  was  to  exercife  tyranny  over  others.     The  tyr* 
ftnny  of  one  man  over  many  >yas  bad  enough,  but,  it  car- 
tied  its  own  cure  with  it,  and  a  remedy  was  always  at  hand;  *     i 

fbe  cafe  was  the  fame  with  the  tyranny  of  a  few  over  the 
taoy ;  but,  the  word  of  all  tyranny  was  that  of  the  many 
*er  the  few,  hecaufe,  there,  the  cafe  was  hopelefs;  and* 
*  that  very  reafon  it  behoved  thofe  in  authority  to  exercife 
heir  power  with   moderation,  and  not  to  opprefs  others. 
fe  had  always  been  of  opinion  that  the  old  proverb,  Which 
torn  its  homelinefs  had  fomething  rather  of  a  vulgar  found, 
Bid  great  good  fenfe  in  it.     "  As  you  are  ftout  be  merciful  !w 
i  proportion  to  the  fuperiority  of  ftrength,  it  behoved  all 
too  were  in  pofleffion  of  it  neither  »to  tyrannife  over  the 
iw,  nor  to  trample  upon  the  weak  ;  but  to  take  care  that 
heir  proceedings  never  wandered  from  the  di&ates  of  juftice 
M  humanity  ;  thus  imitating  what  he  trufted  would  prove 
flbe  politic,  enlightened  and  liberal  conduft  of  the  Houfe  to 
Wfc  Roman  Catholics.     When  Mr.  Fox  had  moved  his  a- 
Wndment. 

h  Mr.  Burke  role,  and  obferved  that  he  perfe&ly  agreed  Mr» 
with  his  Tight  honourable  friend,  as  to  the  propriety  of  re-  Burkc» 
BnqoifiSing  the  amendment ;  if  it  fhould  not  appear  fatisfac- 
itory,  ftnce  the  way  to  prevent  a  failing  of  obtaining  a  de- 
^imd  end,  was  to  accept  the  fmaller  good  where  the  greater 
*»t  not  attainable.  The  fureit  mode  of  remedying  grie- 
3  O  %  vances, 
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▼ances,  was  to  proceed  moderately  and  do  away  a  little  it  a 
time,  rattier  than  attempt  to  cure  them  all  at  once.  Spek 
violent  changes  were  dangerous,  and  like  a  lever  fwung 
at  a  {ingle  ftroke  from  the  place  from  whence  it  fet  out. 
(hould,  therefore,  rathec  think  it  wifer  to  repeal  the  lat 
complained  of  fo  juftly,  by  piecemeal  than  all  at  once, 
ought  to  be  relieved  from  their  prejudice!  by  degrees.  Wi 
regard  to  general  principles  as  they  might  as  well  be  taP 
of,  as  every  thing  rauft  have  its  general  principle;  the 
trines  aflerted  by  his  right  honourable  friend  in  bis  f( 
though  he  could  not  fubfcribe  to  all  of  them,  did  the  hi 
honour  to  the  head  and  heart  of  his  right  honourable  fri 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  his  right  honourable  friend, 
a  State  was  not  impowered  to  enquire  into  the  religious 
nions  of  all  who  lived  under  its  protedion.  It  had  an 
controulable  fuperintending  power  over  thofe  opinions, 
was  highly  neceflary  for  the  profperity,  thefafety,  the 
morals,  and  the  happinefs  of  the  community,  that  it  " 
have  fuch  a  power.  Opinions  influenced  the  paffions, 
the  paffions  governed  the  man;  it  was  a  natural  efieft,' 
ceeding  from  a  natural  caufe. 

£)uicquid  agunt  homines^  votum%  timor^  ira9  veluptos, 
Gaudia,  difcurfus,  noftri  eft farrago  libellu 
and  fo  long  as  fuch  was  its  operation,  it  was  the  intereft 
the  duty  of  Government  to  maintain  and  exercife  it. 
then,  its  exercife  fhould  be  governed  by  virtue  and  wii 
which  alone  could  regulate  a  good  Government,  the 
of  which  fhould  be  always  marked  by  candour  and  t< 
ance.     Mr.  Burke,  next  proceeded  more  immediately  toi 
fubje£t  of  the  laws  again  ft  Roman  Catholics,  and  begaft 
ftating  in  the  preamble  to  the  27th  of  Queen  Elizabeth  '" 
danger  to  the  State  was  the  plea  made  ufe  of,  and  inf 
any  religious  or  moral  purpofe  being  affigned  as  the  gi 
work  of  the  ftatute,  it  was  in  fo  many  words  declared  thatl 
a&  was  pafled  folely  for  the  fup  predion  of  a  dangerous 
tion  in  the  State;  and,  therefore,  all  the  feverities 
Roman  Catholics    which  that  bill  contains  are  ena< 
a  law,  and  have  fo  continued.     Were  the  preamble  ft 
and  the  plea  true  (Mr.  Burke,  faid)  had  he  been  to  pafe 
bill,  he  fhould  have  voted  for  it,  as.  the  State  muft  be 
ferved  for  the  good  of  the  whole.     The  firft  and  deareft 
je£t  to  jevery  individual,  was  felf-prefervation,  and,  in 
manner,  muft  Legiflators  regard  the  prefervation  of  a 
But,  at  this  time  at  leaft,  no  man  thought  of  any  dai 
from  the  machinations  of  the  Pope;  why  then  fhouU 
danger  he  pretended  which   did  not  exift,    and  pie™4 
merely  for  the  fake  of  perfecution  ?  He  had  not  lately 
that  the  Pope  was  preparing  r a  Crufade,  to  invade  «•>  *** 
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was  his  Holincfs  now  fuppofed  to  be  very  aftive  in  either  re- 
bellions or  revolutions.      Had  the  revolution  in  America 
been  occafioned  by  his  Holinefs  fending  bulls  and  abfolu- 
tions  to  difcharge  and  abfolve  the  Americans  from  their  al- 
legiance? He  had  never  heard  that  any  perfons  who  trouid 
have  been  fuppofed  to  have  been  fent  by  the  Pope,  went  to 
America  only  in   one  fhip,    which  reached  Philadelphia; 
neither  had  he  heard  that  they  made  many  profely tes  in  A- 
merica.    The  Pope,  he  believed,  had  no  (hare  in  any  of  the 
late  revolutions  in  Europe ;  and,  as  to  this  country,  he  be-        < 
lieved  no  perfon  now  thought  the  Pope  would  come  and 
pay  us  a  vifit.     There  was  no  Pretender,  it  was  well  known ; 
!  and  the  Pope,  politically  fpeaking,  was  as  dead  as  the  Pre* 
tender,  or  as  dead  as  Pope  Julius  Caefar,  who  once  vifited  us 
!  as  Pontifex  Maximus,  when  he  invaded  this  country,     O- 
ther  Popes  had  attempted  to  come  here  fince,  as  Pope  Clau- 
dius, but  he  did  not  fucceed.     Pope  Domitian,  and  Pope 
*Nero,  vifited  us  by  their  Legates,  and  in  the  reign  of  King 
;  John,  the  Legate  randuiphus  came  over  and  did  us  as  much 
'  mifchief  as  the  beft  of  them.    Mr.  Burke  followed  up  thefe 
remarks  with  an  enumeration  of  fome  of  the  extremes  of  the 
feverities  under  the  acls  that  were  yet  unrepealed,  fuch  as 
hi  being  High  Treafon  either  to  hear  a  mafs  or  have  a  mafs 
book  in  the  houfe,  although  the  law  in   the  firft  in  fiance 
prevented  our  underftanding  it.     He  expatiated  upon  the 
cruelty  of  hanging,  drawing,  and  quartering  perfons  (for, 
banged,  drawn,  and  quartered  they  had  been,  in  Charles  the 
Second's  time)  for  offences,   arifing  out  of  mere  religious 
\  opinion.     Such  laws  were  not   made  for  the  fafety  of  the 
[  State,  but  for  the  purpofes  of  civil  tyranny.     They  enabled 
men  to  opprefs  their  neighbours,  and  to  rob  them  of  their 
goods,;  they  were  calculated  to  make  a  man  not  love  his 
neighbour,  and  he  who  loved  .not  his  neighbour,  would  not 
love  his  State.     It  was  the  duty  of  every  Government  to 
[  make  the  people  happy ;  but  fuch  points  can  never  be  ac- 
\-  comptifhed,  when  every  Juftice  of  the  Peace  is  made  an  In- 
[  quifitor,  and  a  man  who  worfhips  God  in  his  own  way, 
;  condemned  for  High  Treafon. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  faid,  that  he  conceived  it  to  be  the  Mr.  Pitt, 
general  fenfe  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  bill  (hould  be  brought 
in  ;  but,  as  the  difcuffion  had  better  come  on  deliberately, 
at  a  fubfequent  and  more  proper  ftagc  for  it,  and  any  alter- 
ation either  in  the  title  of  the  bill  or  the  extent  of  it,  might 
be  adopted  at  that  more  fit  ftage,  if  upon  due  confideration, 
it  (hould  appear  advifeable  fo  to  alter  or  extend  either  the 
one  or  the  other;  it  might,  perhaps,  upon  fuch  a  ground, 
be  deemed  more  advifeable  to  let  the  motion  pafs  without 
the  amendment.     He  could  not  intirely  coincide  with  all  the 

obfervations 
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obfervations  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Fox)  had  ftated  that  day,  anymore  than  he  had  been  able  to 
affent  to  the  opinions  which  he  had  advanced  daring  the 
courfe  of  the  preceding  week,  when  the  fame  fubje&  wa$ ', 
tinder  coofideration ;  though  he  moft  readily  concurred  ia 
much  of  his  reafoning,  and  was  fnfficiently  near  him  in  mm 
of  his  fentiments  to  be  able  to  go  on  with  the  prefent  hSL 
Neither  could  he  agree  with  the  other  right  honourable  gen* 
tleman  (Mr.  Burke)  to  the  extent  of  the  principle  which  fat 
had  laid  down,  though  that  was  fo  much  the  reverfe  of  " 
principle  maintained  the  other  day,   againft  which  he 
taken  the   liberty  of   entering  his  objection.      What 
grounds  were  upon  which  he  differed  from  each  of  them,  i 
was  »not  material  nor  ncceflary  for  him  to  ftate,   then, 
there  would  be  future  opportunities  of  amply  difcoffiog  ' 
feveral  opinions.     With  regard  to  the  alteration  of  the 
and  extending  it  farther,  he  was  ready  to  fay,  that  it  was 
wiftithat,  either  in  that  bill  or  in  fome  other,  which 
neverthelefs  be  brought  in  during  the  courfe  of  the  pi 
feffion,  many  of  the  Statutes  to  which  the  right  hon 
gentleman  oppofite  to  him  had  alluded  fliotdd  be  r< 
and,  though  amongft  thefe,  all  thofe  harih  and  fevere 
which,  certainly,  ought  not  to  ftand  on  the  Statute  " 
and  which  it  would  be  fhameful  to  enforce  againft  the 
man  Catholics,  or  any  other  defcription  of  Diflenters, 
the  offences  there  alleged,  as  offences  to  be  punifhed  in 
extraordinary  a  manner.     It  would  be  proper  to  repeal  " 
Statutes,  if  the  prefent   bill,   or  any  meafure  of.  the 
pafled,  becaufe,  in  that  cafe,  if  relief  of  the  nature  pi 
by  his  honourable  and  learned. friend  who  had  made  the 
tion,  was  granted  to  one  defcription  of  Roman  Cathol 
and  the  Statutes,  to  which  he  had  alluded,  were  fuffeted 
remain  unrepealed,  it  would  have  fomething  like  the  el 
of  re- enacting  them,  as  it  would  appear,  that  the  Legiflal 
apprifed  (as  they  had  been)  of  their  exiftence,  thought  ttalj 
the  other  defcription  of  Roman  Catholics  merited  to  hwB- 
foch  difgraceful  flatutes  remain  in  force  againft  them, 
was  perfe&ly  indifferent  to  him  whether  the  matter  wasdenn 
by  one  bill  or  by  two;  but  it  was  unneceffary,  with  fuchi 
motion  as  that  before  them,  to  go  at  all  further  into  the  dif* 
cuffion,  and  as  it  might  be  more  convenient  to  let  thenHN 
tion  pafs,  he  fhould,  he  owned,  be  glad  if  he  could  prewS 
on  the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  withdraw  his  amend* 
ment. 
Mr.  Pox.       Mr.  Fox  anfwered*  that  although  he  did  not  fed  thelcaft 
reluclance  to  gratify  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  bf 
withdrawing  his  amendment,  he  rejoiced  at  having  propow* 
it,  becaufe  what  he  exceedingly  defired,  was  to  have  heaiA 
from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  fomething  of  the  very 

naton 
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nature  of  rhofe  remarks  which  the  Tight  honourable  gentle- 
man had  juft  uttered,  fmce  the  Tight  honourable  gentleman 
muft  know  better  than  he  could,  what  fort  of  hill  or  bills 
were  likely  to  pafs  without  much  objection.     With  regard  to 
the  general  principle,  in  which   he   had   the   misfortune  to 
differ  from  his  right  honourable  friend,  as  to  his  decided  opi- 
nion that  a  State   had  no  right  whatever  to   interfere  with 
men's  religious  notions,  or  to  refufe  to  give  univerfal  tole- 
Tation,  he  believed  that  it  was  an  opinion  which  gained,  and 
donbtlefs,  would  continue   to  gain,  daily,  more  and  more         N 
upon  the  public  mind  ;  but   it  certainly  did    not  gain  upon 
;  his  mind,  becaufe  he  had  entertained  no  other  opinion  ever 
',  fincehehad  been  able  to  think.     One  thing  before  he  fat 
\  down,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  wi filed  to  explain.     From  what  the 
I  right  honourable  gentleman  had  obferved  in  the  couii'e  of  his   < 
fpeech  relative  to  the  principles  which   he   (Mr.  Fox)  had 
I  lately  laid  down,  and  the  confequences  he  had  drawn,  that 
:  he  could   agree  with  him  in  many  points  which  he  had  ad- 
vanced, he    (Mr.  Fox)  might  poflibly  be  mifapprehended. 
■He did  Hot  mean  that  the  right    honourable  gentleman  had 
mtflaken  him;  he  was  confident  that  neither  he  nor  the  Houfe 
mi  Rook  his  meaning;  but  it  might   be  conceived  by   fome, 
that  he  had  altered  his  opinion,  and  was  not  ready  to  extend 
the  principlerfo  far  a6he  had  carried  it  on  the  preceding  Mon- 
fcday;  it  was  to  prevent  that  fort  of  mifconception,  that  he? 
-legged leave  to  declare  that  he  had  not  given  up  one  jot  of 
'  the  principle  he  had  ftated  that  day,  and  the  only  reafon  why 
he  had  not  again  dated  it  was,  becaufe  from  the  nature  of  the 
ttotion,  fucb  a  ftatement  was  become  quite  unneceffary. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 
j     Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  replied,  that  he  trufted  that  the  right  Mr#  Pitt. 
1  honourable  gentleman  would  reft  affured  that  he  had  not  un- 
[derftood,  or  intended  to  inllnuate  any  thing  like  a  derelic- 
tion of  thofe  principles  which  the    right  honourable  gentle- 
man had  before  avowed  ;  but,  from  the  nature  of  the  fpeech        ' 
[which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  made,  it  certainly 
!  Went  much  nearer  to  his  own  opinion  than  it  approached  on 
[Monday  laft. 

Mr.  Barke  faid  that,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  Mr.Burk* 
had  declared  he  differed  both  from  him  and  from  his  right 
honourable  fiiend,  perhaps  a,s  he  had  not  ftated  in  what  the 
difference  lay,  he  might  conceive  that  he  (Mr.  Burke)  from 
what  he  had  faid  relative  to  the  preamble  of  the  27th  of 
Elizabeth,  meant  to  maintain  and  defend  that  preamble. 
Mr.  Burke  re-ftated,his  argument  as  far  as  it  related  to  that 
preamble,  and  reafoned  upon  it  as  a  proof  that  n  plea  was 
given  in  it,  which,  had  it  been  founded,  'would  have  been  a 
good  one.     He,  next,  adverted  to  the  general  principle  he 

had 
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had  laid  down,  to  which  he  adhered ;  bat  he  declared  that 
he  fliould  neverthelefs  advife  the  more  tfenient  way  of  carry- 
ing fuch  principles  into  execution.  ! 
Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  declared  that,  he  really  had  noti 

puted  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ffccb  an  idea  as  fail 
had  feemed  to  imagine  ;  that  in  fafl  he  had  ndt  explained  1 
what  points  he  agreed  with  that  right  honourable  gentlero 
any  more  than  in  what  he  differed  from  another  right  1 
nourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  and  thus,  becaufe  he  co 
not  help  faying  that  the  prefent  was  not  the  fit  time  for  < 
cuffing  their  opinions.     The  chief  difference  was,  that  i 
his  opinion,  he  neither  could  agree  to  carry  the  oneprincip 
that  a  State  had  no  power  whatever  to  enquire  into  thei 
gious  opinions  of  the  fubje&  on  any  occafion,  to  the  exi 
which  the  one  right  honourable  gentleman  had  done, 
the  oppofite  principle,  that  it  had  an  uncontroulable  fup 
intending  power,  in  all  cafes,  and  on  all  occasions, 
be  warrantably  carried  to  the  extent,  in  favour  of  which  4 
right  honourable  gentlemen  had  contended. 

Mr.  Jltonney  General  having  exprefled  a  wi(h  that  T* 
ation,  when  granted,  might  be  as  extenfive  as  poffible,  \ 
ftated,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  bill,  as  opened  by  his 
nourable  and  learned  friend,  would  not  be  fufficiently  < 
prehenfive,  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  the  Roman  Catti 
at  this  moment,  walked  the  ftreets  of  London  in  as 
fecurity  as  any  other  defcription  of  fubje&s  whatfoever, 
that  no  perfon  thought  of  molefting  them.     Perhaps,  1 
gentlemen  were  aware  that  a  controverfy  was  going  on  I 
tween  the  two  defcriptions  of  Roman  Catholics;  thofe  wljj 
called  themfelVes  Proteftant  Catholics,  and  thofe  who  I 
not  protefted  ;  at  lead,  if  it  was  not  generally  known,  fei 
ral  printed  papers  had  been  handed  to  him  in  which  the  No 
protefting  Roman  Catholics  gave  as  fen  fib  Ie  reafons  to  f 
that  they  had  a  fair  claim  to  be  embraced  in  the  bill,  as  ' 
as  the  other  defcription  of  Roman  Catholics,  as  ever  he  I 
read. 

Mr.  Mttford  flated  the  very  ground  on  which  he  fori 
years,  held  out  to  the  public  an  expe&ation  that  he  was  I 
bring  forward  fuch  a  bill  as  the  motion  then  before  the  < 
mittee  defcribed,  the  fa£t  that  a  number  of  refpe&able  1 
man  Catholics  had   protefted  folemnfy  again  ft  all  thofe 
opinions,  which  the  language  of  the  laws  in  being  imp 
to  them,  and,  therefore,  he  muft  have  afted  inconfiftentlj 
to  have  come  forward  with  any  other  bill  than  that  which  I 
was  now  endeavouring  to  bring  forward. 
.  Mr.  W.  Smith  rofe  and  declared,  that  it  was  very  induVj 
ferent  to  him  fo  as  relief  was  given  to  the  Roman  Catholk 
whether  it  was  done  by  one  bill  or  two  ;  but  what  he  b 
2  chiefly 
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chiefly  rifen  for,  was  to  corroborate  what  had  been  dated 
early  in  the  debate  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  on 
the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe:  that  the  Diflenters  were  ex- 
tremely glad  that  relief  was  likely  to  be  gfven  to  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  Diflenters  were  feldom  unanimous  on  any 
one  point,  but  there  was  a  genera]  unanimity  on  the  fubjeft 
of  granting  relief  to  the  Roman  Catholics;  and,  though 
they  thought  themfelves  hardly  dealt  by,  he  bad  not  met 
*ith  one  Diflenter,  with  whom  he  had  been  accuftomed  to 
ifi,  who  had  not  concurred  in  exprcfling  his  hearty  with  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  might,  by  fome  fcheme  of  Legiflation 
brother,  receive  the  benefit  of  relief  from  the  feveral  Sta- 
ges, to  which  they  ftill  remained  unjuftifiably  expofed. 
The  motion  was  at  length  carried.     Adjourned. 

I  FPednefday,  2d  March. 

MMr.  Dundas,  without  entering  upon  any  preliminary  ob- 
Irntions,  read  the  following  refolutions :, 
*  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe  that  the  attacks  made  by 
if>poo  Sultan  on  the  lines  of  Travancore,  on  the  29th  of 
pember  1789,  the  6th  of  March,  and    5th  of  April  1790, 
Eft  unwarranted  and  unprovoked  infractions  of  the  treaty 
|rred  into  at  Mangalore,  on  the  10th  day  of  March  1784." 
"That  the  conduS  of  the  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  in 
termining  to  profecute  with  vigour  the' war  again  ft  Tip- 
10  Saltan,  in  confequence  of  his  attack  on  the  territories  of 
pRaiah  of  Travancore,  was  highly  meritorious," 
,* That  the  treaties  entered  into  witb  the  Nizam  on  the  ift 
fjnne,  and  with  the  Mahrattas<sfff'the  7th  of  July,   1790, 
Fwifely  calculated  to  add  vigour  to  the  operations  of  war, 
pi  to  promote  the  future  tranquillity  of  India;  and  ihat  the 
jthof  the  Britifti  nation  is  pledged  for  the  due  performance 
fcke  engagements  contained  in  the  faid  treaties." 
Mr.  Dundas  having  moved  the  firft  refolution,  which  was 
fended  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

General  Smith  rofe  and  remarked,  that,  in  confequence  General. 
Ilaving  moil  Attentively  examined  the  papers  upon  the  Smilh 
He,  he  was  now  convinced  of  the  juftice  of  the  war, 
Bof  the  policv  of  the  meafure*  which  had  been  adopted ; 
r  could"  he  refledt  upon  the  laft,  without  adding  that  the 
lem  of  Government  purfued  by  Earl  Corn^allis  flood,  if 
6h!e,  even  higher  than  it  was  before  in  his  opinion.  In  order 
forma  juft  idea  of  the  intentions  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  and 
principles  upon  which  he  adted,  it  was  neceffary  to  take  a 
flofpe£  of  his  former  conduct.  From  the  papers  it  would 
«ar,  that  it  was  his  determined  refolution  to  attack  the 
s  of  Travancore.  He  had  fummoned  the  fort  of  Cranga- 
eto  furrender.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Dutch 
fot.XXVUI.  3P  had 
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tud  a  right  to  fell  thefe  forts,  and  that  the  Rajah  was  folly  at 
liberty  to   conclude   the  purchafe.     Perhaps,  however,  *" 
might   be  thought  that  the  Britifh  Government  ought  1 
have  been  confulted  in  the  conduct  of  this  tranfa&ion;  .* 
if,  in  this  refpedfc,  there  appeared  any  omiffion,  or  any  1 
of  proper  deference,  he  was  more  willing  to  impute  it  tot 
influence  of  fome  miftake,  than  to  any  intentional 
or  difpofition  to  offend.     The  conduct  of  Tippoo  was  i 
ous,  and  plaifily  indicated  a  defire  to  feize  upon  every  j 
text  of  quarrel,  and  a  determined  refolution  to  comtiy 
hoftilities.     Whilft  he  was  collecting  his  forces,   and  j 
paring  for  acVion,  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Rajah  of  Tajj 
core,  complaining  of  the  purchafe  of  the  forts,  and f 
his  right  to  their  exclufive  poffeflion.     When  he  had  1 
an  anfwer  on  thefe  points,  which  left  him  no  longer  j 
room  for  complaint,  and  deprived  him  of  ever.y  preti 
afferting  hi?  right,  he  had  recourfe  to  a  fecond  ex 
He  trumped  up  a  dory  of  an  incroachment  on  his  bound! 
gn  which  to  found  a  further  pretext  of  quarrel,  and  }• 
his  refolution  to  commence  hoftilities.     Nothingcaaf 
ceived  more  clear,  precife,  and  temperate  than  the 
9f  Lord  Cornwallis   to   the   letter  of  Mr»  Hollond,  ji 
contained  an  account  of  the  tranfadlion.     He  proceeds^) 
the  greateft  caution  ;  he  makes  every  neceflary  provifi 
the  fituation  of  affairs,  and  requires  every  proper  in 
tton,  before  he  lhould  form  his  refolution,  or  adopt  3 
finitive  line  of  conduct.     He  was  firmly  perfuaded, 
Mr.  Hollond  had  written,  at  that  time,  to  Tippoqjj 
war  would  have  proved   the  confequence  of  an  attack f 
the  lines,  he  would  have  defifted  from  his  attempt,  * 
ities  would  not  have  taken  place,  and  the  prefent  call 
would  have'been  averted.     Much  had  been  faid   cone 
the  nature  of  civil  and  military  government.     Had  tfrej 
vernment  in  India  been  military,  Mr.  Hollond  rauft  i 
been  tried  by  a  court  martial  for  clifobedience  to  orders. 
Hollond's  letter  appeared  to  Kim  unintelligible, 
conduct:  purfued  on  the  part  of  Tippoo,  he  talks  toB 
if  he  was  pacifically  inclined,  and  perfectly  difpofed  t 
ferve  the  treaty,  and  mentions  the  attack  of  the  lift 
which  he  was  the   author,  as  a  circumftance  which* J 
have  happened  without  his  orders  of  concurrence.     FoCJ 
language,  at  fuch  a  crifis,  he  owned  he  was  entirely  atl 
to  accoiint.     The  defence  of  the  lines  of  Travancofll 
peared  to  him  of  equal  importance  with  the  defence .ol 
walls  of  Madras.     Travancore  was  the  rooft  material  0 
pafles.     If  it  fhould  fall  into  the  hands  of  Tippoo,  thel 
natic  lay  immediately  open  to  an  invafion,  and  the^ 
our  pofleflions  in  that  quarter  became  entirely  witbm  i 
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power-  Befides,  the  attack  on  the  lines  was  a  breath  of  the 
treaty ;  it  was  an  infult  to  the  honour  of  a  great  nation. 
The  fecurity  of  our  fettlements  in  the  Eaft  depended  as  mucjh- 
on  character  as  on  force.  At  prefent,  we  were  reTpeded, 
bat,  in  order  to  preferve  that  refpe#i '  it  was  neceflary  that 
We  flioald  aft  with  vigour.  There  was  no  doubt  that  jus- 
tice formed  the  firft  principle  of  a£Hon ;  but,  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  refinance  to  infult  was  alfo  neceflary.  On 
thefe  principles,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  no  other  part  could 
fare  been  a&ed  by  Lord  Corn wal lis,  than  that  which  he 
feaUjr  purfued :  And,  however  he  might  join  with  him  in 
lamenting  the  calamities  with  which  the  war  was  attended, 
k  ftill  muft  give  his  approbation  to  the  motives  from  which 
k  bad  originated.  War,  in  the  circumftances  of  the  country, 
Sppeared  to  him  neceflary  and  unavoidable. 

jr  The  honourable  Su  A.  St  John  remarked  that,  however  The  Hon. 

■tat  his  regard  might  be  for  the  perfonal  charaQer  and  pri-  Sti  ^.  St. 

fate  virtue  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  he  could  by  nq  means  con-     John. 

or  with  refolutions  for  approving  of  the  prefent  tranfac- 

m  in  India,  on  which  an  expence  of  millions,  and  the 

res  of  many  thoufands,  might  yet  be  dependant.     Muqh 

the  evidence  which  had  been  produced  to  juftify  the  refo- 

tions,.  appeared  to  him  foreign  to  the  queftion  :  And  from 

t  ftrideft  attention  to  the  papers  on  the  table,  and  a  clofe 

lamination  of  their  contents,  he  had  been  led  to  form  a  full 

id  deliberate  opinion,  that  the  war  at  prefent  carried  on  in 

Mia  was  impolitic,  needlefs,  and  unjuft.    Before  he  fiiould 

toceed  to  ftate  his  own  reafons  for  this  opinion,  he  would 

A  point  out  the  defe&s  of  the  evidence  which  had  been  . 

tougbt  forward  on  the  other  fide.     It  had  been  aflerted, 

lat  Tippoo  had,  for  feveral  years,  entertained  intentions  of 

fck.    This  aflertion  depended  on  the  faith  of  a  Sabardar 

the  Rajah  of  Cochin,  who  had  been  in  th£  camp  of  Tip- 

,  and  whofe  evidence,  as  he  muft  have  entered  into  his 

ice  for  the  purpofe  of  betraying  him,  was  not  entitled* to 

ch  credit.     Had  Tippoo  entertained  a  previous  intention 

attack,  might  it  not  be  fuppofed  that  he  would  have  put 

\  armament  on  a  much  better  footing  ?    Mr.  Powney's 

itterof  the  4th  of  January  fays,  that  Tippoo's  army  confifted 

Uy  of  12000  regular  troops,   16000  irregular,  and  60OO  ca- 

tfry,  and  that  his  ina<SHvity  after  the  a&ion  of  the  29th  of 

timber  could  be  attributed  only  to  his  wanting  means  to 

tcomplilh  his  plan.     Subfequent  intelligence  did  not  lead 

lr.  Powney  to  alter  that  opinion ;  for  on  the  17th  of  Ja- 

wary,  he  writes  that,  from  the  general  tenor  of  intelligence 

Jw*n  Tippoo's  army,  he  was  of  opinion  that  Tippoo  came  ill 

provided  both  with  guns  and  ammunition.     The  Rajah  of 

fravancore  himfclf  giyes  a  fimilar  account  of  the'ftrtagth  of 

3  P  2  .  Tippoo's 
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'  Tippoo's  army.     He  begins  bis  letter  of  rfae  tft  of  March » 
General  Meadows  by  faying  that  Tippoo  bad,  two  montta 

'  before,  attacked  his  lines  with  an  army  of  15000  men,'  fothrt 
it  could  not  be  affirmed  that  he  bad  collected  a  numenfli 
and  regular,  force  from  a  previous  intention  of  comi 
attacks,  and  it  wai  more  probable  that  he  had  only  aded 
the  operation  of  circumftances  All  the  arguments 
adduced  to  prove  his  previous  intentions  of  hoftilities, 
the  circumftarfce  of  having  in  readinefs  *  formidable 
amounting  to  100,000  men,  fell  to  the  ground.-  Nor 
appear,  from  the  letters  to  Lord  Cornwallis,  that  heh; 
intention  of  attacking  the  lines  previous  to  the  purcl 
the  forts.  Let  it  then  be  considered  in  what  circuml 
thefe  forts  were  purchafed-  The  Dutch  fold  them  mei 
get  rid  of  a  difpute.  The  Rajah  of  Travancore  hafl 
purchafed  a  difputed  right.  The  letter  of  the  coual 
Cochin  indicated  a  fufpicion  of  their  own  right,  as  they 
that  tbey  fuppofed  it  unneceffary  to  enter  into  ihet}ueftk 
the  difpute;  the  very  pojnt  which,  of  all  others,  it  war 
incumbent  for  them  to  explain.  He  would  read  an 
from  a  letter  which  contained  a  hiftory  of  thefe  forts, 
had  been  the  fubjeft  of  difpute  between  Hyder  Ally 
Dutch;  Hyder  Ally  had  got  pofleffion  of  them,  wi 
retailed  after  an  accomodation  had  taken  place  witfc 
Dutch,  but  having  afterwards  evacuated  them,  they 
again  garrifoned  by  the  Dutch.  1  his  information  was 
firmed  by  the  third  report  af  the  Secret  Committee,  off 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  the  chairroadl 
report  gives  an  account  of  the  treaty  which  Mr.  H 
had  concluded  with  Mr.  Rofs,  thjs  DireQor  General 
'  Dutch  Company  in  Bengal  in  1781.    The  preamble  to 

already  dates,  that  the  Dutch  forts  on  the  coaft  of  W 
ir,  were  aflually  then  attacked  by  Hyder  Ally.     It  thferefc 

pears,  that,  for  matny  years  paft,  the  right  to  poflefe 
.    forts  had  been  difputedbetween  the  My  fore  Govern! 
the  Dutch.     What,  therefore,  the  Rajah  of  Travaw 
chafed  was  this  difpute.     Rut  even  fuppofing  that  the 
to  poflefs  thefe  forts  had  never  been  "difputed  betw 
Dutch  and  Tippoo ;    even  then  the  Rajah  of  Tra1 
could  not  have  been  entitled  to  the  fupport  of  the  Bririft 
vernment  in  that  purchafe,  as  he  had  a&cd  contrary  t» 
advice.     The  only  treaty  we  had  with  the' Rajah  of  Ti 
core  was  purely  a  defenGve  one;  we  were  not  tf 
bound  to  fupport  him   in  any  new  aquifitions.     In 
we  have    a  de  fen  five    alliance  with   the  King  of 
Let  us  fuppofe  that  Monarch  was  to  exprefs  to  his 
Minifters  a  wifti  to  purchafe  from  the  King  and  Repobfit] 
Poland    the  city  of  Dantzic ;  let  us  fuppofe  alio,  that 

Maj^ity's  Minifters  expreffed  a  decided   difapprobatiaft 
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•  fuch  a  tranfe&ion ;  that  they  reprefented  that  fuch  a  meafure 
woold  unavoidably  give  great  umbrage  to  the  Emprefs  of 
Roffia,  and  a  war  with  that  powerful  ftate  be  the  certain 
J  confluence ;  if  notwithftanding  thefe  reprefentations,  the 
King  of  Pruffia  was  to  conclude  that  purchafc,  and  in  con- 
ference be  led  into  a  war  with  the  Emprefs  of  Ruflia,  with 
what  propriety  could  he  ;  or,  even  if  the  Rajah  of  Travan- 
1  core  had  fuffered  an  injury,  ought  we  at  firft  to  have  had 
recourfe  to  war  in.  order  to  procure  redrefs  ?  'The  effects  of 
;  negotiation  ought  to  have  been  tried.     The  conduct  which 
i  bad  been  purfued  by  his  MajeftVs  Minifter's,  in  the  late 
f  difpute  with  Spain,  had  not  been  forgotten.     An  infolt  had 
j 'bceri offered  to  the  Britifh  flag;  an  injuryhad  been  done  to 
t.  oor  commerce,  force  was  collected,  armaments  were  pre- 
\  pared;  yet   reparation  was   fought  only  in  the  courfe  of  a 
[long and  protracled  negotiation,  and,  at  laft,  obtained  with- 
out any  neceffity  of  employing  warlike  operations.     Had  a 
i.fimilar  plan   been  purfued  in  India,  the   fame  happy  confe- 
rences might   have  been  the  refult.     It  had  been  ftated, 
Sthat  the  Britifh  nation  would  be  degraded  by  fending  an  am* 
fJnflkdor  to  Tippoo;  but  he  was  at  a  lofs  to   difcover  how 
tthis  meafure  could  be  attended  with  any  more  degradation 
•than  the  embaffy  of  Mr.  Fitzherbert.     If  we  were  to  go  to 
rwarfor  a  point  of  honour  like  that,  then 

u  Honour's  but  an  empty  bubble", 
i-        "  Fighting  ftill,  and  Hill  deftroying." 

The  firft  letter  of  Lord  Cornwallis  had  ftated  that  he  could 
"%ot  fttpport  the  Rajah  in  his  purchafe,  and  if  he  perfifted  in  . 
(retaining  it,*he  muft  abide  by  the  confequences.     Such  feem-    » 
•pi  to  be  the  refult  of  his  own  judgement.     But   afterwards, 
Jjeither  from  the  inftru&ions  of  the  Board  of  Control,  or  from 
Ais  own  idea  that  the  revolution  in  France   prefented   a  fa- 
vourable opportunity  for  extirminating  Tippoo,  as  he  could 
Hiot  then  receive  fupport  from  his  French  allies,  he  had  adopt- 
?t&  a  different  line  of  conducl.     The  piefent  fituation  of  the 
tafiairs  of  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  was  certainly  by  no  means 
(favourable  to  war.     They  had  engaged  in  it  with  the  incum- 
brance of  a  debt  of  fix  teen  millions.     Loans  of  money  had 
?been  ad  vert  i  fed  for  its  fupport  at  Fort  St.  George,  at  the  rate 
ifcftenper  cent,  intereft,  and  at  Fort  William  at  the  rate  of 
*twe!ve  per  cent.     No  perfon  could  deny  that  a  war,  conducV 
"ed  under  fuch  circumftances  of  expence,  muft  be  ruinous  in 
[  its  confequences*     The  army  of  General  Meadows  was  fup- 
^ported  at  an  expence  of  240,000!.  per  month.     The  remain- 
ing detachments,  under  the  command  of  Colonel  Hartley, 
I  Colonel  Kelly,  &c.  could  not  be  computed  at  a  lefs  fum  ;  fo 
i  that  the  whole  expence  amounted  to  fix  millions  a  year.— 
y  The  credit  of  the  Eaft-lndia  Company  was  connected  with 
the  credit  of  the  nation.     In  feveral  of  the  expences  which  * 
1  -it 
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it  bad  incurred,  it  was  countenanced  by  the  nation,  and  it 
could  not  be  doubted,  that  in  defraying  tbefe,  itrouftbe 
fupported  from  the  fame  quarter.     It  ought  then  to  be  con* 
fidered  whether  approbation  ftiould  be  given  to  meafures  at- 
tended with  fuch  expences,  which  ultimately  mail  fall  on 
the  nation.     It  ought  to  be  confidered  whether  fuch  a  facri- 
fice  of  expence  (hould  be  made  on  a  point  id  which  the  inte-  ' 
refts  of  the  Lait-India  Company  were  alone  concerned.  The  ij 
prefent  war  in  India,  it  had  been  admitted,  was  the  refult  of 
mifconduft  :  and- they  were  now  to  determine,  whether  th£ 
mifcondud  ought  to  be  fupported  at  fo  dear  a  rate.    It  haj 
been  obje&ed  to  Mr.  Fox's  India  bill,  and  falfely  objeSei, 
that  many  of  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  were  put  into  the: 
hands  of  the  Commiffioners  appointed  by  that  ad ;  but  when 
Mr.  Pitt  propofed  his  bill,  it  was  argued  that  the  Board  of 
Control  were  adually  invefted  with  the  power  of  making 
war  or  peace,  and  that  even  without  the  concurrence  of  ei- 
ther the  King  or  Parliament :  but  when  that  argument  was 
ufed,  it  was  little  thought  that  events  would  fo  foon  fee* 
.how  well  it  was  founded.     All  we  can  do  now  is,  to  lament 
the  many  calamities   which  this  exercHe  of  power  in  the 
Board  of  Control  will  bring  on  our  poffeflions  in  India,  and  the 
heavy  expences  which  the  iBritifh  nation  will  have  to  bear.! 
He  could  by  no  means  concur  with  a  refolution  of  approving 
meafures  in  a  tranfaftfon,  which  he  deemed  impolitic,  un- 
neceflary,  and  unjuft,  and  produftive  of  fuch  mifchiewfl 
and  dangerous  confequences. 
Colonel       Colonel  Macleod  remarked,  that  Lord  Cornwallis  had,  for 
Mackod*  four  years,  been  engaged  in  ferving  his  country  in  a  climate 
not  the  moft  favourable  to  health.     During  that  time,  he 
had  brought  the  affairs  of  his  Government  into  the  moft  floor 
rtihing  iituation,  and  had  eftabliihed  the  ftate  of  credit  upoo 
a  footing  highly  refpe&able.     He  was  j aft  upon  the  evecf 
returning,  when  a  cruel  and  treacherous  tyrant,  a  deter- 
mined enemy  of  the  Brit i(h  name,  began,  by  his  hoftile  at- 
tempts* to  embroil  the   affairs  of  India.     How  does  LocJj 
Cornwallis  ad  upon  this  occafion  ?    He  foregoes  his  owiq 
profpeds  of  cafe  and  retreat ;  he  undertakes  the  management 
ot  public  affairs ;  he  faces  the  ftorm,  and  affumes  upon  hint*  I 
felt  the  whole  refponfibiliry.     Some  had  praifed  Lord  Corn-  j 
wallis,  at  the  epc pence  of  his  predeceflbr :    but  his   merits  \ 
nee\fc\l  no  foil.     He  was  uot  under  the  neceffity  of  adopting  , 
the  maxim  of  thofe  who,  when  they  entered  upon  the  Go-  j 
vcrnment%  departed,  in  every   thing,  from  the  pra&ice  of  i 
their  prevkcedbr,    and  thought   proper  even   to  reverfe  the 
head  on  the  coin,  a  maxim  which  at  prefent  to  many  gentle- 
men in  this  country  might  be  an  objeft  of  hopeful  expec- 
tation, 

[At 
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[Atttiitf^aff  otthe^peech,  there  tiris  a  cry  df  "ChaSf! 
Chair!"  when  the  Speaker  reminded  the  honourable  Mem-* 
Ber,  that  the  fubjeft  ftoW  under  confideration  was  the  condudj 
if  Lord  Cbrnwallis,  fo  far  as  it  related  to  the  prefent  >frar  id 
India,  and  that  there  was  no  occafion  to  introduce  any  men- 
tion of  his  predeceflbr,  or  any  rniinuation  Which  was  perfefliy 
foreign  to  the  qneftion.] 

Colonel  Macleod,  haviug  apologifed,  proceeded  to  ftate, 
ftat  the  pow^r  of  the  Mahrattas  was  not,  as  had  been  fug-  % 
tefted,  likely  to  be  rendered  too  formidable,  fo  as  to  deftroy 
Rebalance  of  Indid,  by  any  diminution  of  the  power  of 
Tippoo.  The  Mahrattas,  in  their  prefent  ftate,  were  not! 
u  all  dangerous.  They  were  divided  into  two  parts  ptr- 
Ifily  diftinft.  There  fubfifted  between  themfelves  a  num- 
bfcr  of  little  difcuflions  and  divifions  of  intereft.  Before  they* 
■fold  become  formidable,  it  was  neceflary  that  they  fhould 
kiite.  But  this  was  lefs  probable,  as  the  principal  part  of  the 
Mahrattas  was  governed  by  five  Chiefs  of  equal  power,  e?ch 
■  whom  it  was  neceffary  fhould  confent  to  any  declaratidh 
bfhoftility.  Among  this  number  we  always  had  it  in  out 
■mer  to  (ecure  fuch  a  degree  of  influence,  as  Would  prevent 
fee  probability  of  fuch  an  event.  It  had  been  dated  that  the 
Hjaradter  of  Tippoo  ought  to  be  laid  afide  in  confidering  the 
Bfefent  queftion.  So  far  from  agreeing  with  this  opinion,  he 
Hoarded  it  as  the*  main  hinge  on  which  the  difcufiion  depend- 
JjL  He  was  an  implacable  and  inveterate  enemy  of  the  Bri- 
nfhname;  inveterate  from  religion,  inveterate  from  ambi- 
on,  and  a  reftlefs  defire  of  conqueft.     His  enmity  to  the 

ritilh  was  not  lefs  ftrong  and  rooted,  than  thaff  of  Hannibal 
» the  Romans,  and  could  not  be  gratified  till  it  had  eflfe&ed 

sir  utter  deft  r\i£t  ion.  Great  as  the  ex  pence  was  which  had 
been  incurred  this  year,  he  could  not  anfwer  but  that  a  great 
Ornament  would  prove  neceffary  to  be  maintained  at  the  fame 
lj>ence  every  year,  till  Tippoo  fhould  either  have  received 

ne  effectual   blow,  or  be  altogether  crufhed.     As  to  the 

ument  that  had  been  urged,  of  attacking  Tippoo  at  a  time  . 

en  he  could  not  b.e  fupported  hy  the  French,  if  fuch  was 

s  of  the  motives  of  the  war,  he  did  not  fee  how  it  was  not 
jferfe&ly  fair  to  take  the  advantage.  It  had  been  faid  that 
mother  motive  of  the  war  was,  to  divide  his  territories.— 
Mch  a  partition  among  the  Princes  who  now  languilhed  un- 
fcr  his  tyranny,  would  bean  event  highly  defirable.  If  it 
fras  considered  that  Hyder  Ally  had  difpoflefTed  the  Hindoos 
tf  a  territory  extending  no  lefs  than  five  hundred  miles,  it 
Would  certainly  appear  an  aft  of  juftice  to  reftore  the  native 
Princes,  who  had,  in  confequence  of  the  ufurpation,  been 
reduced  to  the  greateft  diftrefs  and  extremity,  to  their  origi- 
nal dominions.  The  Zamoren,  whofe  Court  had  once  boafted 

f»   * 
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fo  much  fplendor  and  magnificence,  had  Come  to  his  camp, 
and  in  what  fituation  ? — to  beg  a  little  rice  for  his  own  fap- 
port,  and  that  of  his  family.     He,  it  may  be  fuppoled,  was 
not  infenfible  to  the  diftrefs  of  the  .Royal  fupplicant,  and  did 
not  fail  to  give  him  a  fpecimen  of  Britifh  generality  •    The 
movement  of  General  Meadows  had  been  cenfured,  as  tend*  ^ 
ing  to  protrad  the  war.     He,  from  his  local  knowledge  ^ 
could  affirm,  that  the  General  had  moved  in  the  exa£t  line 
which  he  ought. "  By  thofe  who  cenfured  his  movement,  it 
was  not  confidered  that  the  obje&  of  the  war  was,  firft,  to 
protect  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,   and  fecondly,  that  the 
fouthern  part  of  our  fettlements  was  the  moil  defencelefs  and^ 
expo  fed ;  the  General  had  planted  himfelf  in  fuch  a  fituation 
as  to  afford  a  fecurity  to  both.     By  this  time,  he  hoped  that 
he  was  in  the  middle  of  the  Myfore.     Indeed,  from  the  fitu* 
ation  of  our  army,  and  the  wifdom  of  the  meafures  that  had 
been  employed,  he  had  no  doubt  of  ourfpeedy  fuccefs. 
Mr.  Mr.  Taylor  (aid  that,  not  an  hour  before,  a  perfon  haiptft 

Taylor,  into  his  hands  fome  written  remarks  on  the  papers  laid  before; 
the  Houfe,  and  a  few  obfervations  of  Mr.  Hippefley's,  oc-r 
cafioned  by  what  .had  fallen  from  feveral  gentlemen  in  thfr< 
courfe  of  a  former  night's  debate  relating  to  the  fame  fubjefl* 
upon  which,  had  he  been  able,  he  would  have  come  down  ta< 
the  Houfe,  and  have  fpoken  himfelf.  Having  fent  them  to, 
him,  he  was  a  little  at  a  Iofs  how  to  proceed;  he  could  not 
offer  them  to  the  Houfe  as  his  own  fpeech,  but  if  theHoufev 
indulged  him  by  allowing  him  to  read  the  paper  in  his  hand* 
he  hoped  likewife,  that  after  what  he  hadfaid,  he  fhould  not- 
be  debarred,  as  a  Member  that  had  fpoken  in  the  debate,  frookj 
giving  his  opinion  after  he  had  read  the  written  fpeech  of  h^ 
honourable  friend. 

Mr.  Taylor  now  paufed  for  the  opinion  of  the  Houfe. 
The  The  Speaker  rofe,  and  obferved,  that  he  confidered  tbeho-j 

Speaker,  nourable  gentleman  as  perfedMy  in  order,  when  he  propofelj 
to  read  a  paper  that  he  had  received  from  another  honourable 
Member,  as  part  of  his  fpeech ;  and  he  doubted  not,  but  » 
the  honourable  Member  was  inclined  to  offer  his  own  fentH 
men's  afterwards,  that  the  Houfe  would  readily  hear  him. 

Mr.  '!  ay  lor  then   proceeded  to  read  the  following  Sut*i 
ment,  written  by  Mr.  Hippefley  : 

"  The  extra 61  <  *  which  were  read  from   the  records  ofj 

the  Company,  will  prove  thofe  principles   not    to  be  alto-: 

,  gether  novel  or  unfuppoi  ted  ;  they   refer  not  merely  to  the> 

peiiod  of  the  contention  .between  the  Madras  Government 

T 

*  ViHe  Extra  As  from  the  Company's  Records,  read  by  Mr.  Hipptfef* 
.  in  fupport  of  his  motion  on  Monday. 

and 


ud  the  King's  Minifter,  but,  in  faft,  to  the  declared  ^nd. 
tndaroental  policy,  of  the  Company,  ever  fince  the  eftablifh* 
lentof  theBritifh  power  in  the  Carnatic. 
41  With  rcfpeS  toperfonal  motives,  Mr.  Hippefley  wiflied 

>  Rate,  that  when  he  originally  gave  notice  of  the  motion, 
was  without  the  privity  of  a  fingle  individual;  that  after- 
irdl  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  communicate  it  to  his  right 
mourable  friend,  with  whom  it  was  the  pride  and  plea- 
rt  of  his  life  to  aft— and  that  it  was  not  till  he  came  down 

>  the  Houfeon  the  day  of  the  motion,  that  he  mentioned 
tfubjefi  to  another  honourable  friend,  who  fo  ably  fecond- 
itheinquiry ;  on  this  ground,  Mr  Hippifley  thinks  he  may 
mi  acquitted  of  any  factious  combination  to  harafs  the 
erfuresof  thofe  gentlemen  who  areentrufted  with  the  direc- 
&n6r  control  of  our  Afiatic  interefts. 

M  Mr.  Hippefley  holds  no  difiinguifhed  office  to  pledge  (as 
light  honourable  gentleman  had  done)  for  the  fii\cerity  of 
iwilhes  to  preferve  the  peace  of  India,  yet  he  trrifted  to 
ITC  credit  for  equal  anxiety  with  that  gentleman,  when  he 
bired  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  greater  part  of  his  property 
w  embarked  on  the  bottom  of  the  Eaft-India  Company*.— 
Hi  fuch  a  ftake,  he  could  have  no  view  or  wifti  but  to  fee 
(KJompany  happily  extricated  from  its  embarraflments,  and 
♦enter  with  temper  on  a  difcuffion,  which  involved  fo  deepl/ 
k  merely  the  interefts  of  the  Eaft-India  Company,  but 
Jttch  hazarded  fo  large  a  portion  of  the  general  revenue 
'the  nation. 

*  Whatever  obfervatioris  he  conceived  it  his  Muty  to 
ibe  on  the  fads  before  the  Houfe,  he  hoped  nothing 
Ulltl  bear  the  conftruQion  of  illiberal  imputation  on  fhe 
|Me  Lord  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Supreme  Government, 
j*he  honourable  Genera}  who  has  the  executive  diredHon 
tte  war.  No  man  could  be  imprefled  with  a  deeper  con- 
fon  of  their  honour  and  integrity — but  honour  and  in- 

Pty  wilt  not  always  exempt  us  from  fallibility. 
With  refpeft  to  the  papers — on  the  14th  of  Tunci  the 
ph  of  Travancore  informs  the  Government  of  Madras  of 
£  approach  of  Tippoo  again  ft  Cranganore,  which  he  fays 
Jongs  to  the  Dutch,  of  whom  Tippoo  demanded  poflefHon  ; 
It  there  was  a  treaty  between  the  Rajah  and  the  Dutch—* 
|t  he  faw  the  neceffity  of  defending  it)  and  afks  troops  of 
rGovernmenc. 

*  Without  waiting  for  the  approbation  of  the  Englilh  Go- 
Wnent,  and  pending  the  iffue  of  Tippoo's.  demand  of  the 
Blch,  the  Rajah  purchafe*  (on  the  31ft  July)  this  contro- 
lled title,  and  with  it,  in  fa<$,  buys  the  war. 

*  Here  ihay  be  fixed  theoriginal  aggreffion,  which,  vi  ter~ 
w,  is  the  firft  provocation.  The  attack  of  the  lines,  five 
Vol.  XXVIII.  3CL  month* 
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months  afterwards,  may  be  con  fide  red  as  the  confequ 
refentment  qf  an  aggremoo. 

c<  It  is  not  till  the  4th  of  Auguft,  the  ReGdent  (Mr. 
ney)  ftates  to  the  Government   of  Madras,  that  the] 
had  juft  informed  him  that  lie  is  on  the  point  of  condo 
the  pu  chafe  of  lacottah  and  Cranganore.     Mr.  Pownejl 
"  The  Rajah,  by  the  defence  of  thefe  places,  (hoald  they] 
"  be  attacked,  cannot  he  confidered  as  theaggreflbrof  J 
cl  lities,  for  they  become  a  part  of  !vs  pofleffions,  as ht% 
"  have  been,  had  he?  rendered  the  afliftance  he  intended, J 
"  they  belonged  to  the  Dutch."    The  intention,  at  I 
an  aggreffion  is  here  admitted  to  have  been  in  the 
contemplation. 

"  On  the  10th  of  Auguft,  the  Rajah  himfclf  info 
Government  of  M;;Sras  of  his  new  purchafe ;  fhatjfitt 
engagements  with  the  Dutch,  it  is  highly  neceflary  fafef 
prevent   them  falling    to    an  enemy,    and    demands'! 
troops,  <4  as  no  doubt  the  news  has  reached  Tippoo.*' 
17th  Auguft,  the  Government  of  Madras  inftantlyj 
proves  of  the  purchafe,  and  informs  the  Rajah,  thatf 
"  irritate  Tippoo,  and  appear  as  acollufive  purchai 
u  farther,  that  t!ie  Rajah  is  not  to  expe£t  the  fuppor^ 
"  Englifti  Government,  in  any  contefts  in  which  " 
"  engage,  beyond  the  limits  of  his  own  territories* 

€<  In  reply  to  the  Governor,  the  Rajah  reforts  toaf 
rate  falfehood.     He  afferts  the  purchafe  to  be  made  ui 
"  advice  and  approbation  of  Sir  Archibald  CampbeU.*3 
Archibald's  pofitive  con  trad  idlion.  lies  on  the  table,  '"** 
deferred  reputation  of  Captain  Bannerman  exempts  1 
the  lead  pofTible  imputation. 

"  It  is  to  be  obferved,  that  by  the  preceding  letterjj 
lOth  of  Auguft,. the  Rajah  demands  troops  to  defend  it' 
**■  no  doubt,*  he  fays,  "  the  news  of  his  purchafe  has  I 
"  Tippoo.*    On  the  3d  September,    (after  the  Go 
,  difappfobatnn)  he  fays,  "  Why  fhould  I  wi(h  to 
"  thefe  places,  if  it  was  likely  to  be  the  caufe  of 
Still  the  fame  duplicity. 

"  The  Rajah  avows,  that,  for  two  years,  his 
be^n  to  poffefs  Cranginore,  &c.   This  ©bjefl  could  1 
uo/ecret  to  Tippoo  Sultan,  and  a  fufficient  rnotirei 
his  watchful  jea J  jufy.   Recurring  to  nearly  thekmepd 
time  (two  years),'  ive  find  the  Rajah  then  firft'appi 
two  battalions  to  be  Rationed  in  his  country.     Sit  At 
Campbell's  motive  in  granting  them  was,  inthisinfl 
ever,  the  beft  :  the  Raj  ah  evidently  had  a  motive  wl 
did  not  chufe  to  a  vox  to  Sir  Archibald,  viz.  that  the  I 
troap<;  ftationed  as  tbpy  were  at  Paroor,  (the  neartftj 


ranganore)  fhould  imprefs  Tippoo  with  an  opinion  that 
Jritift  Government  countenanced  his  project. 
On  the  18th  Auguft,  theGovernor  of  Madras  commu- 
tes ihe  Rajah's  apprehenfions  to  Tippoo.  7  ippoo  repl  es, 
2th  September,  u  That  the  rtajah's  having  taken  pof- 
Bon  of  Cranganore,  &c*  with  the  confent  of  the  Dutch, 
)eing  built  on  his  circar,  would  occafion  trouble  ;  that 
therefore  begs  the  Governor  to  recommend  the  Rajah 
Oliver  them  back  to  the  Dutch.*  Tippoo  alfo  com- 
lof  the  Rajah  giving  (belter  to  certain  fugitives  fro  en 
ircar.  He  profefles  every  defire  to  adhere  to  the 
let  with  the  Company;  and  in  a  fubfequent  letter,  he 
festbofeof  1769  and  17843  in  which  the  Rajahs  of  Tra-p 
*e  and  Tanjore  are  included,  the  former  flipulating, 
grided  they  are  not  the  aggreflbrs." 
Pa  20th  December,  Tippoo  fends  a  Vakeel,  or  a  Mi- 
ll to  the  Rajah,  infilling  on  the  evacuation  of  Cranga- 
that  he  (hould  not  give  refuge  to  the  rebellious  fub- 
FMyfore;  and  farther,  that  he  fhould  deftroy  the  line* 
on  the  countries  of  his  vaffal. 

lie  Vakeel  is  Hated  to  have  made  thefe  demands  with 
Hblence;  but  it  muft  be  iccollefted,  that  near  five 
k  had  elapfedfince  the  Rajah  took  pofleflion  of  Cran- 
1  &c.  pending  the  iflue  of  Tippoo's  original  demand  of 
fetch,  without  fhewing  any  difpofition  to  evacuate 
*s  Tippoo  had  been  led  to  expedl,  by  the  firft  orders. 
Governments. 

fce  Rajah,  in  his  vindication,  ftates  the  right  of  the 
^0  alienate,  not  being  dependant  on  Cochin ;  that  his 
has  been  erecled  25  years,  in  confequence  of  a 
the  Cochin  Rajah,  prior  to  his  becoming  tributary 
>re ;  that  he  has  given  orders  to  Tippoo's  fubje&s, 
tiled  to  him,  to  retire  themfelyes,  and  that  he  had 
levery  thing  to  the  Madras  Government. 
1  thofe  afTertions,  and  contra-affertions,  Tippoo  and  . 
lancore  Rajah  are  at  iflue ;  nor  is  it  neceflary  to  have 
1  to  all  the  repetition  of  correfpondence. 
*  Rajah  reforts  to  the  Dutch  Government  for  their 
r;  they,  of  courfe,  fuftain  their  title,  but  it  is  by  a 
tjon  only  ;  and  they  are  fo  obvioufly  involved  with 
that  they  are  in  effect  one  and  the  fame  intereft, 
i  recolledt  too  a  ftrong  hypothetical  expreflibn  in  a 
^the  Madras  Government,  17th  February,  viz.— 
It  is  to  be  given  to  the  Dutch  Governments,  no  tri- 
fa$  paid  ;  but  this  is  a  point  that  will  be  very  difficult 
plain  by%  any  written  documents."  . 

[afcertain  this  point  farther,  Mr.  Hippefley,  after 
il  meticn,  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  inquiries  at 
*  3  Q.  2  Araftej- 
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Arnfterdara,  how  far  the  affcrtion  of  tndeyendeitec  wu 
be  aflumed  as  a  fafl.     His  correfpondent  found  the  Drt 
extremely  referved  ;  but  they  .admit  that,  previous  tooarl 
war  in  1780,  Hyder  Ally  took  pofleffiori  of  CraDganore^l 
garrifoned  it,  <c  as  being  a  place  from  which  they  couM 
"  noy  him  much."     That  on  the  war  breaking  oat,  hc< 
cuated  his  garritons  on  the  Malabar  Coaft,  to  empta 
force  in  the  Carnatic ;  that  the  Dutch  and  French  being 
after  united  with  Hyder  againft  us,  the  Dutch  then 
into  Cranganore,  and  re-garrifoned  it ;  that  Hyder  tooki 
brage  at  this  ftep,  but  negociated  with  them,  by  then 
ation  of  the  French ;  that  the  Dutch  fold  it,  to  get  rii  0 
negotiation,  and  to  avoid  the  confequences  of  l  ippoo  sb 
too  near  them. 

"  Mr.  Hippefley  can  rely  on  the  authority  of  his  Cfl 
pondent,  who  adds,  *«  you  may  fafely  advance  this 6 
*c  Parliament,"  and  it  goes  to  prove,  at  leaft,  that  tl 
jrtand  of  Tippoois  not  a  recent  affumption,  nor  hUja 
of  a  recent  date. 

u  It  muft  be  recolle&ed,  too,  that  Tippoo  had  j 
'  other  ground  of  refentroen  t  againft  the  Dutch  Go  vernal 
Cochin ;  for  the  moment  a  feparate  peace  t<5ok  place  bd 
the  Dutch,  French,,  and  Englifli,  the  Cochin  Goven 
inftantly  fupplied  warlike  ftores  to  Colonel  Fullartan1^ 
to  aft  offensively  againft  their  late  ally,  Tippoo  Sultan 

"  That  Cranganore  was  originally  taken  by  conqaefl 
the  Poctuguefe,  is  true;  but  we  know  not  whatconci 
may  fubfequently  have  been  made  by  the  Dutch,  with  I 
to  extend  their  trade  with  the  country  powers,  or  toil 
farther  diftri&s  in  its  vicinity. 

"  In  a  cafe  of  property,  our  Courts  would  rejed  all 
evidence  as  has  been  adduced  as  insufficient  to  fabliau 
title.  Where  the  alternative  of  deluging  with  blooi 
p{  the  faireft  provinces  of  India,  is  oppofed  to  the  ei| 
at  fir  ft  wifely  fuggefied,  of  relinquishing  the  pufchj 
much  more  cautipus  fhould  have  been  our  decifion !  : 

"  The  teftimony  of  Mj%  Powney,  the  ReGda>V 
adduced  ;  but  Mr.  rowney  probably  had  accefs  oafot 
materials  as  the  Rajah  chofe  to  fupply  him  with*  Mr. 
ney,  too,  is  led  into  different  opinions,  with  refpeflt 
fame  fadks.  On  the  ift  of  September,  he  Hates,  ati 
u  importance  of  Cranganore,  &c.  to  the  Rajah,  isvef 
"  fiderable,  and  the  fafety  of  his  country  depends  01 
€t  not  being  in  the  haucU  of  an  enemy.*  On  the  ~- 
fays,  €C  that  Cranganore,  &c.  will  he  found,  npont 
u  nation,  to  be  very  inconfiderable,  and  not  acqui 
"  worthy  of  ferious  competition.* 
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-  iw.   rowiicy   iuiq  nates,     ^m  oepccnieer; 

"  Rajah  of  Cochin  has  only  been  for  twelve  year*  paft  a  tri- 
«  butarjr  to  tb*  Myfore  Chiefs."  By  the  teftimony  of  the 
Cochin  Rajai*  hirafelf,  he  acknowledges  being  obedient  to 
I  Jdyfore  twenty-four  years,  that  is,  from  1766.  Tippoo  af- 
I  Terts  the  dependancy  of  the  Cochin  .Government  for  fifty  - 
four  years ;  nor  does  he  confider  that  the  admiffion  of  a  f pa- 
cific tribute  fince  1766  only,  as  controverting  this  aflertbn ; 
Tippoojiimfelf,  in  his  letter  of  the  24th  December,  referring 
to  this  teftimony  of  the  Cochin  Rajah,  In  refutation  of  the 
aJferrions  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancore. 

**  The  Rajah  of  Travancore  aflerts  his  grant  from  the  Ra- 
jah of  Cochin  to  be  twenty-five  years  Handing,  no  doubt 
taking  the  Jongeft  period.  This  borders  fo  clofely  on  the 
admiffion  of  the  Cochin  Rajah,  that,  fatting  afide  the  longer 
claim  of  Tippoo,  it  excites  fufpicion,  at  leaft,  ofacolluiion 
between  the  two  Rajahs  and  the  Dutch,  of  which  Mr. 
Powney,  with  the  beft  intentions,  might  have  been  made  the 
!  dupe. 

"  Tippoo  aflerts,  (24th  December)  the  Rajah  of  Travan- 
I  core,  notwithstanding  the  certainty  of  the  Cochin  Rajah 
being  a  dependant  of  his  Circar,  keeps  a  guard  of  200  men 
at  his  houfe,  and  fuffers  none  to  approach  him,  without  his 
(the  Travancore  Rajah's)  confent ;  and  the  whole  correfpon- 
dence  fiiews,  that  lie  is  a  creature  at  leaft  of  the  Rajah  of 
Travancore.  It  is  admitted,  that  half  the  Cochin  country 
lies  within  the lines  erefied  by  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  and 
that  Tippoo  has  not  accefs  to  his  vaflal,  however  refractory, 
but  by  pa/ling  thofe  lines. 

u  The  attack  of  the  lines  of  the  29th  December,  was  not 
till  five  months  after  the  Rajah  took  pofleflion  of  Cranganore 
under  this  collufive  purchafe;  that  attack  is  exprefily  and 
fpontaneoufly  difavowed  by  Tippoo  Sultan,  by  his  letter  of 
the  1  ft  of  January,  to  the  Governor  of  Fort  St.  George,  It, 
alfo  appears  by  the  letter  of  the  17th  of  February  of  that 
Government,  M  that  the  conduct  of  Tippoo  Sultan  fincethat 
"  period,  (viz.  29th  December)  had  been  conformable  to 
"  fuch  difavowal ;  for  though  his  army  was  ftill  encamped 

»<(  near  the  lines,  nothing  hoftile  had  boen  committed  again  ft 
i"  them." 
"  In  the  cafe  of  Falkland  Iflands,  (where  we  were  prin-* 
cfpals)  <(  a  difavowal  on  the  part  of  Spain  was  accepted  as  a 
w  reparation,  with  which  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  na- 
"  tiort  might  be  fatisfied." 

"  On  the  iftof  March,  the  Rajah  informs  the  Goverr\- 
mentof  Madras,  "  that  Tippoo  had  continued  quiet  till  that 
"  day,  when  his  (the  Rajah's)  people  advanced  beyond  the 

I"  lines  (or  boundary  of  his  country),  in  order  to  deftroy  cer- 
*  tain 
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"  tarn  preparations  faid  to  be  making  for  a.  battery,  and  that 
u  an  engagement  took  place." 

"  It  is  admitted  that  Tippoo  was  preparing  his  means  to.'* 
1>e  ready  for  an  attack,; — :five  months  had  elapfed  fince  the 
Rajah's  pofleflion  of  Cranganore; — the  attack  was  foon  afte% 
made,  and  the  lines  carried  by  'I  ippoo,  who  raxed  them  ;— 
and  having  all  the  Travancore  country  open  to  bim>  be  remained 
fowie  weeks  on  its  borders^  without  attempting  any  thing  againft 
the  Rajah9 s  old  pojjeffions,  but  deftroying  Cranganore  <wjy9  af- 
terwards returned  to  Combatour* 

"  With  refpefl:  to  the  negociation  propofed  by   the  Go- 
vernment of  Madras,  General  Meadows  objefls  to  the  reply 
of  Tippoo,  "  that  our  Commiffioners  fhould  be  fent  to  him." 
N  The  General  obferves,  "  that  if  fuch  appointment  wrre  to 

"  take  place,  it  would  be  highly  improper,  and  leffeu  the 
*c  confequence  of  the  Company's  Government  in  the  eyes  of 
1  u  the  Princes  of  this  country.*  We  muft  recoiled,  how- 
ever, that  Tippoo  was  then  on  the  very  fpot  fitteft  to  have 
the  preference  for  the  examination  of  the  fafls  in  difpute.— »  ■ 
We  muft  recoiled  too,  that  when  we  were  principals,  and 
our  honour  more  at  ftake,  we  had  no  fcruple  to  fend  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Madras  Government  to  negociate  the  peace  of 
Mangalore  at  the  Durbar  of  Tippoo  Sultan.  Such,  too,  had 
beenalmoft  the  invariable  pradkice  of  our  Governments. 

"  When  Tippoo  left  the  confines  of  Travancore,  and  re- 
turned to  Combatour,  he  theh  propofed  to  fend  a  perfon  of 
rank  to  the  General,  but  this  was  alfo  reje£b<k 
.  "  The  General  was  foon  after  in  pofleflion  of  all  the  rich 
^  country   of  Tippoo,  under  the  Southern  Hills ;  admitting 
/    the  provocation  by  Tippoo,  and  that  a  juft  retaliation  was 
our  objed,  we  had  then  amply  avenged  our  offended  honour, 
and  were  free  to  negociate,  without  rifking  the  attack  of  his- 
pafTes,  for. the  event  of  which  we  now  ftandin  awful  ex- 
pectation* 

"  The  beft  anfwer  that  may  be  given,  and  the  true  one, 
probably,  is,  that  General  Meadows  found  his  line  of  con- 
du£t  had  been  prefcribed  by  the  Bengal  Government ;  and 
thus  hampered,  as  we  evidently  were,  by  our  new  treaties, 
we  could  not  then,  without  exciting  jealoufy,  have  negociatcd 
a  peace  ;  when,  by  the  exprefs  articles  of  thofe  treaties,  our 
allies  were  not  entitled  to  a  participation  of  our  conqueft,  we 
were  to  wait  for  the  protracted  depredations  of  our  allies,  tbaf 
they  might  (hare  with  us  in  the  plunder. 

"  If  it  is  faid  that  Tippoo  had  firft  recourfe  to  arms,  th$ 
reply  may  be  given  from  the  beft  writers  on  the  Law  of  Na- 
tions, "That  it  is  not  the  firft" military  a&ion,  but  the 
<c  ufurpation  of  another's  right,  or  the  denial  of  juilice, 
"  which  denominates  the  aggreffor,  and  evinces  t!>e  firft 


'<  commencement  of  hoflility:"  The  laws  of  nature  and  of 
reafon  (on  which  all  laws  are  founded)  give  no  right  to  have 
lecourfe  to  force,  but  where  mild  and  pacific  meafures  are  in- 
effectual. 

"  Of  the  proceedings  of  the  Supreme  Government,  it 
will  be  fufficient  to  obferve,  that  by  their  letter  of  the  29th 
of  Auguft,  the  Governor  and  Council  refolve,  "  that  the 
0  contefl,  even  if  attended  with  the  utraoft  fuccefs,  cannot 
"  prove  advantageous  to  our  affairs  in  that  country.*—— 
On  the  13th  of  November  they  refolve,  "  that  of  whatever 
u  importance  Cranganore  and  Iacottah  may  be  to  the  Tra- 

*  u  vancore  country,  it  cannot  J>e  oppofed  to  the  ferious  con- 
a  fajnences  of  a  war.*— In  the  fame  letter  alfo  they  re- 
folve, "  that  if  the  independent  right  of  the  Dutch  can  be 
"  afcertaioed,  the  transfer  of  thofe  places  to  the  Rajan  (ball 
u  be  maintained  and  defended."— —On  this  iffue  the  Bengal 

j  Government  fix  theneceffity  of  engaging  in  a  war  of  fo  little 
(  promife,  independently  of  any  auack  made  by  Tippoo  on 

('  the  ancient  guaranteed  dominions  of  Travancore,  and  under 
all  the  circum  fiances  of  the  Rajah's  iptrigue  and  duplicity  on 
.  the  face  of  their  records  1 

s  "The  Government  of  Madras,  on  the  contrary,  in  va- 
riably perfiil  in  their  opinion,  "  that  the  honour  of  Go- 
*  w  vernment  ought  not  to  have  been  committed  in  the  defence 
[  *  of  places  furtively  obtained,  and  that  the  condudfc  of  the 
;  u  Rajah  had  been  rafh,  imprudent,  and  unwarrantable,  on 
I  w  every  principle  of  policy  and  juftice." 
(•  "  On  the  1 2  th  of  February,  the  Governor  of  Madras  ob- 
I  fenres  to  Lord  Cornwallis,. <#  that  as  far  as  he  can  form  any 
i  u  judgement,  it  is  not  Tippoo's  intention  to  break  with  the 
I  u  Company  ;  he  probably  feels  himfelf  injured  by  the  con- 
[  "  dufl  of  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  ;  that  it  refts  with  his 
f  *  Lord/hip  to  confider  how  far  fuch  conduit  may  be  con- 
'  w  fiftent  with  the  refpeft  he  owes  to  Government,  or^rith 
\  w  the  Jaw  of  nations;  that  it  appears  to  him  a  very  impor- 
}  u  tanr  queftion,  and  from  the  late  letters  received  from  Tip- 
I  "  poo  Sultan,  there  is  every  reafon  to  think  that  he  will  be 
j  "  difpofcd  to  a  negociation  for  the  adjuftment  of  the  points 

*  in  difpute." 

11  Whatever  may  be  the  general  merit  or  demerit  of  Mr# 

,  Hollond's  Government,    this  fa&  is  cor*fefled,  that  a  more 

intelligent  Company's  fervant  does   not  exift  in  India ;  and 

focb  was  his  reputation,  when  the  Court  of  Dire&ors  thought 

him  the  fitted  perfon  to  fill  the  Chair  of  Madras* 

"  The  lateft  advices  from  Bengal,  (on  the  printed  papers) 
II  from  Lord  Cornwallis,  of  the  8th  of  March,  who  thinks 
it  "good  policy  to  exaft  ievere  reparation  from  a  Prince, 
"  whoavoWs  fo  rancorous  an  enmity  to  the  Brittfh,  nation* 

1  It 
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z*  tn-ae  wulaei  da*  he  bad  no  ground  fo*  fuch 


!  Has  be  00  ground  of 
Uffdt  the  detail  of  an  officer 
or  JLecttctc,  in  the  Berfenore  country, 
~  General  Matthews,  «  four 
feprefcnts,  "  bleeding  uo- 
«r  expiring  in  each  otters 
erery  outrage  on  their  bo- 


of  obt  violation  of  tile 

It  is  painful  to  refer  to  the 

rerribation  exa&ed  of  the 


:s  affcv    8fch  March,    obfenret,    "  thft 

t  prefcnt  fromthe  French" 

?ir-ve*?er-  w«  any  fcpyolL    the  French  aMb 

arrrrs  ra  -m=r  aifv.  tfrini^i  poffihJy  not  in  a  con 

iivt  ^1—      JMawer  «  *ie*  *****  repijlmm  * 

^r   x  furr.=nuar   !i  i-ia-i  to  ico>ooo!  maft  have  bdai 

rubjiAi  than  the  pofleffion  of  Tr*-j 

^jnOtcmfTs  feamfelfj   15th  December,  o§ir*i 

^  a»ruii  Sdob?  ■■friiinni,  when  he  cautions  MfJ 

iar-ia  f«ww9v  to  tte  Rajah's  fears,  or  to  credit; 

•  nr  aunar  <ar  -hIc}  reports  of  Tippoo's  uitenrkrtj 

"*■  r«r  TTsonw  feat  <oaik6hni  a  large  force  it  is  true, 
*r  ir-ricr  nt  u  uw  dKeds  £x  employing  it.     We  fee 
Vr.    Mi  si    '»  i=xan  -*ck  Jane)  that   he  had  been  in 
— ^  ^ar  :miii«  among  tihe  Siairs,  a  powerful,  refblute  naci 
—   —  mc-nir^  ar  Cran^anot-w  whom  neither  Hyder  norTi 
-^  »^ «srt*cain  utixkie.     «  The  Nairs,"  fays  Mri 
^»  »e*-  *  wer*  aga?:*  r-mhf*1nmr,  as  foon  as   he  left 
-*  ^-I'j?.^  sra  ae  has  team  warier  the  necefiry  of  fe 
*  *~*  -rTtrr  ^cce  wn  10  oweil  the  difturhances." 
^^T  i=ar  c?r  W  i^i  ete  of  t«o  of  his  battalions. 

*  sit-  ^at  «nor  *tr.  Pownfey  ilates,  that  the  Trafa* 


-v^\         „. 


».t^r  s  *t  <rp*  *  c.t,  that  Tippoo's  defigns  areagaiiA 
^  Mit  ?te  *w£jfcw  t/taV  />«/<£.  He  further  fta% 
*a  :*w  r^^ancoceanaOHdaiaipofZeflioJis  are  fo  intermii«4 
*"r*c  r  jcrao&.t^rie«nev  **  canoe  avoid  encroaching  *n  *• 
4^>e-v     r^«»t*  i.^ow,  then,  ever  to  obtain  ledrc&ofail 


it  the   Anna  J  'R^giftcr  had  Bctt 

b 


tatioos  ot  Madras,  btn  June,  be  lays,  that;  "  when  Tippoo 
"  was  moving  againft  Cranganore,  the  Rajah  bad  fent  a  body 
of  his  troops  to  reinforce  the  Dutch  poffeffions."  This  was 
before  the  Rajah's  purchafe,  and  certainly  in  itfelf  was  a  pro- 
vocation to  Tippoo  Sultan. 

"  It  had  been  faid  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  if 
Tippoo  pufhed  his  conquefts  into  Travancore,  there  would 
be  an  end  of  ourpofleffions  in  theCarnatic,  and  Major  Ren- 
nel  had  been  quoted,  to  proye  the  danger  of  Tippoo's  poflef- 
fion  of  Travancore.  Major  Rennel,  indeed,  fays,  that  "  a 
"  curfory  view  of  the  map  will  (hew  how  hurtful  to  the  ia- 
ic  terefts  of  the  Carnatic  fuch  an  acceffion  of  territory  m«ft 
"  piove."  Major  Rennel  is  a  pcrfi?ft  claffic  (in  every  thing 
with  refpefk  to  Bengal,  the  fcene  of  his  perfonal  labours), 
but  of  the  Southern  Coafts,  he  confeffes,  he  takes  every  thing 
at  fecond  hand.  A  view  of  the  map,  without  knowing  the 
■  teal,  proves  nothing ;  and  nothing  can  be  clearer,  in  fad, 
ban  that  the  poffeiEon  of  Travancore*  and  the  fafety  of  the 
Jarnatic,  have  not  the  leaft  relation  to  each  other,  unlefs  it 
can  be  proved  advantageous  for  Tippoo  to  make  a  circuit  of 
4  or  500  miles  from  his  prefent  territories  (which  of  courfe 
itouJd  be  the  feat  of  his  ftrtngth)  to  .march  through  a  narrtw 


iafs,  from  Travancore  to  Tennerelly,  at  the  extremity  of 
the  Penjnfula  (which  may  be  defended  by  a  few  hundred 
©en)  in  preference  to  a  diredt  defcent  from  the  Dandigull,  the 
Carour,  or  the  Namcull.  countries ;  in  fhort,  from  the  whole 
line  of  his  fouthern  territories,  flanking  the  Carnatic,  which 
is  perfedly  open  to  his  depredation*     Let  this  anfwer,  there- 
He,  be  given  to  fuch  ill-grounded  apprehenfion,  viz.  that 
le  value  of  the  acq  ui  fit  ion  of  Travancore  is,,  in  the  precife 
itio  of  its  fqoare  acres,  unaccompanied  by  any  political  con* 
1  deration  whatever  ! 

j  If  for  Travancore  we  read  Tennerelly  (and  the  rigjit  ho- 

lurable  gentleman  has  given  the  example  of  tranfpofilions) 

the  argument  of  Major  Kennel,  and  the'apprehenfims  of  the 

ght  honourable  gentleman  hlmfelf,  will  be  nearer  verified? 

'  "  A  different  anfwer  is  to  be  given  to  the  pofition,  ftated 

-J Ifflb  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  «  that  Cranganore 

is  of  no  earthly  confequence  to  Tippoo,  but  with  a  view 

to  annoy  Travancore,  and  that  Tippop  cannot.  <ponibly 

iunfelf  be  annoyed  from  thence. 

**  The  anfwer  indeed  may  be  the  fame  in  part  (for  this  fup- 
o&iton  arifes  too  from  an  ignorance  of  the  local)*.  The 
lines  may  be  attacked  with  equal,  if  not  fuperior  effedt,  from 
my  other  part  of  the  country,  which  for  an  extent  of  25  or 
ft  miles  from  the  fea  to  the  mountains,  is  open  to  attack 
From  Cranganore,  a  river  (and  a  confiderable  one)  muft  be 
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pafled  to  approach  the  lines.  At  Iacottah,  which  is  in  an 
ifland,  you  are  ftill  north  of  the  lines,  and  after  getting 
through  them,  another  river  is  of  courfe  to  be  pafled.  In 
the  whole  extent  eaftward,  few  of  thofe  difficulties  occur, 
and  Tippoo  had  free  fpace  to  make  his  approach  (as  he  did) 
with  fuccefs.  w  Cranganore  was  evacuated  long  before  Tip- 
*«  poo  carried  the'lines ;  he  was  therefore  free  to  have  made 
his  attack  from  thence,  if  he  had  not  thought  another  pofi- 
tion  more  elligible." 

u  We  may  appeal  to  a  curfory  view  of  the  map  to  (hew 
Cranganore  in  another  view.  Major  Rennel  will  inform  us, 
that  the  only  level  and  eafily  acceffible  gap  in  the  vaft  line  of 
mountains  from  the  north  to  the  foutli  of  India,  is  at  Palica- 
cherry,  (a  fort  which  was  not  taken  by  the  foft  accounts, 
but  which  was  carried  in  1783  by  a  moft  gallant  coup  de 
main  of  Major  Maitland,  under  the  aufpices  of  Colonel  Ful- 
lartonj.  The  command  of  that  pafs  is,  in  a  military  view, 
the  fir  ft  object  to  be  obtained  in  often  five  war,  for  it  is  the 
only  means  of  preferving  a  free  communication  from  coaft  to 
coaft.  The  river  Paniane  is  often  navigable  for  the  carriage 
of  (lores  the  greater  part  of  the  way ;  the  accefe  to  this  pafs, 
both  to  the  eaft  and  weft,  mutt  ever  be  guarded  with  a  watch- 
ful eye : — Little  more  than  twenty  miles  from  the  fort  of 
Paniane  (and  the  mouth  of  the  river)  is  Cranganore*  Muft 
not  the  poffeffion  of  Cranganore,  merely  as  a  depofit  of  (lores, 
be  an  objedk  ?  It  is  obvious  that  the  pofleffion  of  every  yanl 
of  ground  within  that  range,  parallel  with  Palicacherry  Pafs* 
is  a  very  important  objeft,  of  which  Hyder  was  ever  jealous* 
and  which  jealoufy  is  juffly  inherited  by  Tippoo  Sutan. 

"  Extracts  from  private  cbrrefpondents  to  the  lateft  pe- 
riod of  advice  have  been  read,  and  in  general  they  are  better 
clues  to  the  real  date  of  fa<5h,  than  the  public  records. 
That  the  war  is  in  a  great  degree  popular  in  India  muft  be 
admitted  ;  our  prejudices  again  ft  Tippoo  Sultan  will  weigh 
much ;  but  there  is  ftill  a  ftronger  prejudice  in  favour  of 
war.  The  perfonal  interefts  of  individuals  (civil  and  mili- 
tary) conneded  with  the  manifold  employments  created  by 
war  and  conqueft  !  The  intereft  of  the  Company's  fcnrant? 
and  their  conftituents  are  not  always  reciprocal. 

"  Under  all  the  impreffion  of  fuch  prejudices,  the  inform- 
ation of  individuals  (high  in  office,  and  of  great  probity  and 
difcemment)  prove  the  ruinous  expence  already  contra&d, 
and  the  utter  infufficiency  of  all  our  Indian  refources  to  pro- 
traft  the  wan  What  a  perfpe&ive  is  held  out  by  the  official 
propofals  of  our  Government  to  borrow,  at  an  intereft  ex- 
ceeding, by  the  half,  the  ordinary  rate  of  the  Company's 
loans,  at  10  and  12,  inftead  of  8  per  cent,  and  (carcely  any 
thing  to  be  obtained  even  at  that  intereft*  .  We  ate  jealous 
x  that 
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that  the  powers  of  India  ftould  look  up  with  awe  and  venera- 
tion at  the  magnitude  of  our  power,  and  the  exteitt  of  our  re- ' 
fources,  at  the  fame  moment  we  declare  ourfelves  bankrukpt 
by  public  advertifement.  The  impreffion  from  fuch  a  fruit- 
lefs  expedient  is  more  to  be  deprecated  than  the  publication 
of  anv  opinions  held  in  this  country  agaxnft  the  CQrdiality  of 
oqr  allies. 

"  A  right  honourable  gentleman  propofed  to  lay  afide  all 
eflimate  of  expence  for  want  of  materials;  yet  realonablem- 
ferences  may  be  drawn  from  pre-exifting  fads.  A  letter  has 
been  read,  from  the  moil  corred  authority,  which  ftates, 
that  90  lacks  pagodas,  or  900,0001.  fterling,  had  been  re- 
ceived at  Madras  (from  Bengal,  it  is  fuppofed)  between 
February  and  September  laft,  adding  thefe  forcible  words : 
"  if  this  war  continues  a  few  months  longer,  we  ihall  be 
"  completely  ruined  :w  The  war  in  effedl  had  then  fcarcely 
commenced.  This  fum  had  been  exhaufted  with  all  the  cur- 
rent funds  their  own  eftablifhment  could  command,  with 
the  appropriations  to  inveftment  (half  reduced  in  Bengal* 
aud  wholly  at  Madras)  on  which  fo  large  a  portion  of  our 
revenues  at  home  depend,  and  which  afluredly  may  awake 
the  attention  of  every  country  gentleman  from  the  Orkneys 
to  the  Lizard !  Add  to  this  the  accumulating  debt  of  every 
department— of  the  cojpmiffaries  and  contrafiors  in  the  field;  l 
of  the  garrifon  paymaftefs  and  ftore-keepers,  who  during 
war  receive  but  a  very  flender  portion  of  their  balances. 
Combine  thofe  circumftances,  and  the  refult  will  be,  that 
the  amount  of  preparation  alone  may  be  very  moderately 
taken  to  equal  the  national  equipment  preceding  the  late 
convention; 

"  To  dirc&  our  eftimate  in  fome  degree,  at  the'  probable 
expence  (if  the  prefent  war  exifts)  we  may  look  back  to  the 
monthly  expenditure  during  the  laft,  conducted  under  the  . 
vigilance  and  integrity  of  a  government  which  can  never  be 
furpafled  (Lord  Macartney's  tauft  neceflarily  occur).  The 
heads  of  the  departments  or  expenditure  are  now  in  England, 
and  agree  with  Mr.  Hippefley,  that  the  current  monthly 
military  expence  on  the  coaft,  made  up  with  the  arrears, 
cannot  be  taken,  on  an  average,  fliort  of  fix  lacks  of  pagodas, 
or  240,000!.  per  menfum,  Our  army  in  the  field  then  not 
exceeding  half  the  prefent  force,  and  when  all  the  exer- 
tions of  Government  could  never  command  a  third  of  the 
neceflary  fupply  of  draught  and  carriage ;  the  battalions  in 
garrifon  every  where  infinitely  fhort  of  their  complement, 
from  the  early  calamities  which  befel  us. 

"  Contraft  this  view  with  our  prefent  highly  appointed 
force ! — The  armies  of  General  Meadows  and  Colonel  Kelly, 
amounting  to  pear  30,000  men. — Our  cavalry  (a  great,  but 

*  R  a  neceflarr 
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neeeflary  fource  of  expence)  treble  the  amount  in  the  laft 
war,  and  our  draught  and  carriage  cattle,  it  may  be  pre* 
fumed,  complete,  and  infinitely  exceeding  any  ftatetnent  we 
hiTe  yet  fcen.  If  they  are  complete,  however,  we  are  to 
thank  the  forbearance  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  whofe  firft  objed* 
muil  hive  been  a  deferent  on  the  Carnatic,  if  he  had  ever 
meant  lenocfiy  to  provoke  us  to  hoftility.  The  Carnatic 
was  open  to  him  :  all  our  crops,  our  very  exigence,  was  on 
the  grcurd  in  the  months  of  December,  January,  and  Feb- 
rciry.  He  fcdrred  us  to  colled  them,  and  with  them  our 
dravcht  and  carnage  cattle;  nor  can  the  aflertions  of  defer ters, 
ci  Ra\ihs*  and  their  Minifters,  or  the  conje&ures  of  any 
fc'^ex  authority,  be  op po fed  to  fo  conclufive  a  proof  of  his 
pic  £c  i  •rc!:::cn  with  refpeft  to  us. 

**  V%  :h  :Se  cv  i-rice  of  fo  large  a  Bririfh  army,  encreafing 
r:ri  :%<  per  ad  of  t^e  Lift  peace,  the  appointments  of  mili- 
tarv  l?c*»e«"«rs»  arui  incetTint  military  preparation,  Tippoo- 
Sclrjn  srnr  >e  al;?*ed  to  have  alio  his  fufpicions  of  our  ulti- 
njr?  cc^it.  His ! v*  /ecis,  in  the  vicinity  of  Tellicherry,  were 
!a  vrrr-Oi^Je  rebellion,  as  we  have  feen  by  the  record  % — he 
a  *pt  r^^e  fi  jeered  their  communication  with  our  fadrory 
x*  Vd^c^errr%  ar\i  ns:$ht  be  difpofed  to  prevent  it  by  fta- 
t.oTx^c  Tc«is  cr:  K.  >  frontier. 

*  A  :c  "aste  =lit  Se  reo: Heeled  the  original  ftatement  of  a 
.■i  ^rnt^-ikin  in  reply  to  Mr.  Hippelley*s  origi- 


rcocc^" 


ra*.  jToc.m*  *  z-    TVat  Tiproo  himfelf  replied  to  the  bearer  I 

cr  x  j^^r  ~v^  T-.  cherry,  "That  he  would  lerarn  the  i 

-re\t  s«i.:c?r  th^er  by  the  head.**     It  is  now  in  proof,  by  \ 

5w-.or  L"c*~*  lit;—*  :\iri\*L*i  an  anfwer  was  given  by  the  I 

r^^joat  ^  »  *oar  a  Lcrrr  was  av?Jr?£ed,  not  by  Tippoo  Saltan  | 

rv  rrvc~:  y  ^rrjr  htiri  ct  the  tran1~a3ion),  but  by  the  J 

^'it^iiurw    a*T  ciSer^  ^rc~ed  in  the  neighbourhood.  i 

+*  *z  &z?  *zx  r-TT-i*  t>at  tbcfe  facrs  ft  a  ted  from  Telli-  j 
<r*v — t  xrs  A£ir  r«i  *e  acrrnhs  anterior  to  the  failing  of  the 

H^  -enn*  **?c  ae  ccc^versces  relult  from  them,  nor  are  \ 

-nr*  cv**  •«-.-?*  .r-c  cur  Oirsernnr eats  as  meriting  attention*  i 

•*■  "r  r>*  iwc*  *r  CVirrber,  1-87*  an  European  Serjeant  { 
■  r  ?U;  «-*  cj^'  rie  Cr.— _-JL~y„  :e.zed  a  large  efcort  of  mer- 

c*5^a:v..»   ^»   r:*  rwii  rmn  c'-u?  Myfbre  country  to  Pondi-  j 

-2o-^%\c*  ^c:.-ei    tr^ : be garr. ion.  Mr.  HippeHey  was  t 

*"?  ^  ;vc  r:».  w  -*r_>i  -S?  :u>ic:ouscondu£l  of  the  Chief  < 
<**   v:v^^.t*   «:e  it  7;;$  ^rjnr  explanations  with  theGo- 

^^••^•^   **  -rf  ?cn — :*«-*▼*  iT-rted  the  impending  ftorm,  at  I 
1  an^c«*-c  *  x  r  *-  cv*vi.a?"vu  cQrfelves  on  the  very  eve  of 

*  «*»   x-ir  ia".  .  -  :w  i-c  :\»  French.  \ 
,   ^    *,<N    ^   i"   -^-c    x  ;  -  V.ce  to  the  gentleman  [Mr.  \ 

•  •"*•   '^%^^      :    -^^>?r*  :*5**    rreGded  at  Cnddalorc; 
*^%  u  Mtr»  »vc   "»r^*rciis  j^c-x^ai  cq  aod  temper  are  pow- 
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ill  in'ftruments  to  avert  impending  mifchief,  or  a  refort  to 
r  ultima  ratio  regum  ! — 

u  But  to  return  to  the  fubjeft  of  probable  expence.  If 
*  preraifes  are  admitted  (and  they  certainly  may  be  with 
ltd),  the  current  monthly  military  expenditure  on  the  coaft, 
mot  be  lefs  than  double  of  that  which  was  contracted  laft. 
r,  viz.  12  lacks  of  pagodas,  or  480,000).  per  month,  in- 
king our  armies  in  the  held,  and  all  the  military  departments 
tbc  garrifons.  Add  the  expenditure  of  the  Bombay  army, 
rpoffible  requifhions  of  auxiliary  horfe  from  the  Mahrat- 

and  Nizam,  fo  forcibly  dated  by  an  honourable  member; 
(where  is  the  expence  to  terminate  !  It  is  a  fearful  anti- 
ation !  In  a  word,  compare  our  exigencies  with  our  re- 
ices,  and  it  prefents  *  perfectly  new  fcene  even  in  India  at 
[commencement  of  a  war  of  choice !  A  fituation  fo  dif- 
&fui  that  we  were  not  even  reduced  to  any  thing  fimilar 
fcg  any  period  of  the  lad  war  in  point  of  refource.  Lord 
(bwallis  himfelf,  29th  Auguft,  1789,  *'  fays,  that  the  con-, 
n,  ifattended  with  the  utmoft  fuccefr,  cannot  prove  ad- 
vantageous to  our  affairs  ;"  and  General  Meadows,  on  the 
"l  Auguft,   1790,  obferves,  "that  it  would  be  oeconoray 

t  any  expence  to  (horten  the  war,  for  we  muft  be  undone 

'  procraftination." 
j1  Of  our  new  allies  the  Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam,  Mr. 
befley  wifties,  after  the  cenfure  already  pafled  on  his' 
Pons,  chiefly  to  (helter  them  under  the  records  of  the 
bpany  which  have  been  read.*  From  the  reprefentation 
It  right  honourable  gentleman,  one  might  be  led  to  con- 
h  that  the  Mahratta  States  had  been  a  1  moid  fw allowed 
by  the  conquefts  of  Hyder  Ally  and  Jus  Ton.  From  the 
ll  authority  (Colonel  Fullarton's  memoir)  dividing  the 
on  of  India  into  114  parts,  fomething  lefs  than  one  ba- 
ll to  the  Mogul  and  his  adherents.  To  the  Rajah  of 
pfancore,    one;  to  Tippoo  Sultan,    including  Cudapah, 

to  the  Englilh  and  their  allies,  28;  to  the  Nizam,  5$; 
|be  Mahrattas,  including  Berar,  48  !  Since  which  Scin- 
feas  made  large  and  rapid  conquefts  ! 
Die  right  honourable  gentleman  will  not  enter  into  the* 
[  that  the  Mahrattas  can  be  entirely  confederated  againft 
^-It  has  happened  :  it  may  again  happen.  The  Mahrat- 
tfei-n  a  tribute  from  our  Bengal  provinces  as  well  as  the 
Itatic.  They  have  never  relinqu iftied  the  claim ;  and 
•rtunity  alohe  is  wanting  to  favor  the  demand  ! 

Scindia  (whom  the  right  honourable  gentleman  will 
iinly  include  in  our  late  treaties,  though  he  has  been 
fed  to  diflinguifh  him,  in  argument,  from  the  fhadow  of 

•  Vide  "  the  Extra£rs  on  Monday's  Debate."  „  . 
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the  Poonaji  government)  is  in  effecl  the  arbiter  of  all 
Mahratta  ftates,  by  the  lateft  accounts.     And  our  aio&i 
perieryred  officers  fay,  by  the  laft  advices,  u  that  Scir 
w  now  without  a  rival,  his  mind  ft  ill  vigorous,  and 
"  probably  extend  his  dominion  over  the  reft  of  Ii 
**  proper,  and  become  formidable  yet  to  the  Englifli. 

**  Major  Rcnnell  alfo  obferves,  "  If  Scindia  proceeds  < 
u  his  conquefts  to  the  North  and  Weft,  fuel*  a  new  i 
*f  would,  perhaps,  prove  more  formidable  to  Qude, 
**  Britilh  imerefts  in  confequence,  than  any  power  we  J 
"  beheld  fince  the  firft  eftablifliment  of  the  Britifh  infifl 
"  in  India  P 

"  To  this  point  Scindia  is  approaching  very  faft— H« 
formed  his  army  under  an  able  European  General — has  J 
obtained  the  gre'ateft  decifive  vi&ory  over  Ifmael  Begtj 
purfues  the  fteps  by  which  Hyder  Ally  arrived  fo  raj " " 
the  extent  of  his  power,  but  under  much  more  pr 
aufpices  ! 

"  Mr.  Hippefley  will  here  clofe  the  obfervations  he  J 
wifh  to  have  made  in  perfon  where  his  duty  calls  him* 

**  The  premifes  appear  to  refolve  into  thefe  corollj 
viz.  i ft,  That  the  original  aggreflion  was  made  by  the! 
jah*s  taking  pofleflion  ofCranganoreand  Iacottah. 

ad,  That  if  fo,  the  firft  attack  of  the  lines  (had  it^ 
been  difavowed  by  Tippoo  Sultan)  was  not  an  ag 
(which,  vi  termini,  is  the  firft  provocation),  but  tti 
fequence  or  refentment  of  an  aggreflion* 

"  3d,  That  even  if  Tippoo's  adk  was  an  aggr 
\rould  not  juftify  our  entering  into  a  war  without  leal 
door  open  to*  accomodation. 

"  4th,  That  if  the  obje&  of  the  war  be  to  extirpate] 
poo,  and  to  divide  his  countries  between  us,  the  ~*~" 
and  the  Mahratta s,  the  fuccefs  of  the  war  in  obtaining] 
object  might  eventually  he  injurious  to  the  eflential  in 
and  hazardous  to  the  ultimate  fecurity  of  the  Britilh  1 
in  the  Eaft. 

"  From  thefe  conclufions,  Mr.  Hippefley  meant,  jfj 
to  move  the  refolutions  which  he  was  obliged  to  devo" 
his  honourable  friend,  who  urged  them  with  fo  much  f 
of  argument,  and  under  all  the  convi&ion  of  local  exp  _.T 
though  unfortunately  fo  little  to  the  conviction  of  t»J 
jorjtv  of  the  Houfe! 

Mr.  Taylor  declared,  that  it  gave  him  great  \ 
trefpafs  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe,' and  expr 
conviction  that  gentlemen  would  believe  that  what  h$\ 
done  proceeded  from  the  duty  he  owed  to  a  friend ;  anil 
being  now  difcharged,  he  thanked  the  Houfe  for  the; 
tion  lie  had  met  with,  and  as  he  was  up,  would  offer 
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t  had  to  6y  on  the  prefent  motion.     The  prefent  war  in 
^dia  be  confidered  in   a  high  degree  imprudent,  impolitic, 
id,  above  all,  unjqft  ;  this  opinion  he  thought  himfelf  per- 
tly at  liberty  to  flate.     Much  had  been  faid  about  giving 
Nnions  freely  concerning  men  of  high  rank  and  character ; 
it  on  fubje&s   of  great   national  importance,  when  great 
(pes  fliuft  neceflarily  be  mentioned,  he  thought  fenntiment* 
ight  be  very  freely  exprefled  on  thequellion,.  without  any 
at  of  difgrace  to  the  names  mentioned;  nor  did  he  conceive, 
opinions  given    by  any  humble   individual  like  himfelf, 
Idpoffibly  affect  Lord  Corn wallis  in  any  improper  way* 
"ing  could  be   more  diftant  from  his  intention  and  his 
s.    Tlie  queftion  now  before  the  Houfe  had  no  connec- 
with  the  character  ofLord  Comwallis  or  Tippoo  Saib— 
\ ices  of  the  one  or   the  virtues  of  the  other;  though  an 
irable  gentleman   had  enlarged   much  upon  them,  and 
the  character,  no  doubtajuil  one,  that   he    had   this 
given  of  Tippoo,  he  was  not  a  little  furprifed  that  the 
honourable  gentleman  fhould  have  enjoyed  his  company 
ch  as  he  had  Hated  on  a  former  occahon.     However, 
fling  characters  in  that  way,  put  him  in  mind  of  a 
d  Counfel,  wh6,  pleading  in  a  caufe,  opened  his  cafe 
bating  the  virtues  of  his  client,  and  the  vices  of  the  ad- 
ry;  and  concluding  by  faying,  that  dill,  if  the  devil 
his  adverfary,  be  hoped  juftice  would  be  done  to  him. 
'*  Taylor  then  infilled  that  the  war  had  been  provoked  en- 
!y  by  the  mifconduct  and  rafhnefs  of  the  Rajah  of  Tra- 
Bftre,  which  he  thought  was  completely  proved  by  the 
ttent  papers  on  the  table,  particularly  b*y  the  letter  of  Mr. 
lend  to  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  advifing  him  to  relin- 
b  the  purchafe  he  had  made,  as  it  m#ifl  be  ofFenfive  to 
poo  Sultan,     and  would    inevitably   bring  on   a  war ; 
ch  advice,  however,  it  appeared  that  the  Rajah  had  totally 
Ifed.     Certainly,  the  Rajah  was  the  caufe  of  this  war 
ting  out,  and  though  an  ally  of  ours,  the  treaty  of  al- 
£  was  by  no  means,  as  fome  gentlemen  had  argued  it  to 
fcf  a  nature  that  obliged  us  to  fupport  him  in  an  unjuft 
Unwarrantable  war.     The  treaty  of  Mangalore  went  er- 
to  protect  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  againft  any  en- 
nents  that  Tippoo  might  make  upon  the  Travancore 
ries,  and  to  replace  him  in  cafe  any  of  his  dominions 
Wrefted  from  him ;  but  it  by  no  means  went  to  counte- 
or  encourage  any  attack  by  him  upon  Tippoo,  or  any 
ive  bargain  that  he  might  make  with  the  Dutch,  which 
ted  againft  Tippoo  Sultan,  far  lefs  to  extirpate  him 
m  his  dominions,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  ftated  his 
I  to  be.     As  to  the  act  of  Parliament  which  was  intended 
jfeevent  our  Governors  in  India  from  making  war  upon 
1  frivolous, 
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frivolous,  or  even  ftrong  pretences,  it  appeared  to  have  b< 
reprehenfibly  disregarded ;  for,  furely,  encouraging  a  tt 
tinuance  of  the  exifting  war,  was  ading  diametrical  1  y  1 
fite  to  the  prohibitions  of  that  a£t  of  Parliament.  Mr.* 
lor  adverted  to  an  ex  predion  of  the  honourable  General,  | 
the  confequence  and  power  of  this  country  in  India, 
be  kept  up  by  chara&er,  rather  than  by  arms;  in  til 
perfetSHy  agreed  ;  but  certainJy,  the  prefent  meafures  < 
arife  out  of  that  fyftem  ;  on  the  contrary,  as  far  as  he  < 
Tee,  they  only  would,  if  followed  out,  degrade  the  ~ 
charafter,  and  be  produ&ive  of  the  mofr  calami  tool : 
graceful  confequences,  both  in  India  and  at  home.  A") 
nifter  of  this  country  held  out  to  that  Houfe,  and 
nation,  that  our  poflelfions  in  India  were  in  a  profpere 
flourishing  condition,  merely  on  account  of  the  tran 
that  prevailed  ;  and  that  by  a  continuance  of  a  pea 
tern,  they  muft  fiourifh  ftill  more.  How,  then,  witbf 
kind  of  confiftency,  could  that  right  honourable  and  i 
gentleman  give  a  vote  of  approbation  and  thanks  for  If 
ing  on,  and  continuing  a  war,  when  he  could  be  no  f 
to  the  diftrefTed  ftate  of  the  finances  of  our  different  < 
ments  there  ? 

Mr.  Francis.    The  form,  in  which  the  right  hoc 
gentleman  has  introduced  his  proportions,  intitles  met 
fider  this  debate  as  an  adjournment  from  the  Iaft. 
them  to  you  without  argument,  and  leaves  them  toi 
fall  by  the  impreffion,  which  his  fpeech  on  a  fof 
cafiori    muft  have  left  upon  your   mind.     He  takes 
♦granted,  1  fuppofe," that,  when  the  Houfe  refijfes  to* 
it  is  bound  of  eourfe  to  approve.    This  is  not  a  1 
fequence.     But  before  I  enter  into  the  general  fubje&j 
leave  to  take  notice  of  fome  things,  which  I  have  he 
prefent  day's  debate.     An  honourable  gentleman 
me,*  not  content  with  concurring  heartily  in  thej 
extirpation  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  would  be  very  glad  tdj 
extended  to  all  the  Mahometan  Princes^of  lndc  ~ 
every  one  of   whom,"  by    the  by,    we  are   in 
friendfhip  and  alliance.     He  fays  that  they  inherit! 
ferocity  of  their  Tartar  anceftors;  that  they  2ft  ( 
ambitious ;  and  that  we  (hall  never  be  quiet  while  J 
them  are  left. — Whereas  the  Mahrattas  are  of  the  fo^ 
difpofnion,  a  mild,  humane,  inoffenfive  people,  and i 
peaceable  neighbours  we  could  defire.     I  ihould  hafel 
that  even  Tippoo  might  have  expe&ed  more  mercy  J 
honourable  gentleman,  considering  the  perfonal  civ 
has  received  from  that  Prince.    But  I  deny  the &&** 
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1  Mahometan  Princes,  if  the  idea  of  moderation  and  conqueft 
may  be  permitted  to  go  together,  were  the  moil  moderate 
conquerors  that  have  appeared  in  the  world.     They  fettled  in 
Ltbe  country ;  they  were  foon  melted  by  the  climate,  and  have 
blended  and  affimilated  with  the  manners  of  Indoftan.     The 
Princes  of  the  Houfe  of  Tamerlane  are  diftinguifhed  in  Hif- 
Rory  by  the  mildnefs  of  their  chara&er.     The  Mahrattas,    ' 
ton  tbe  contrary,  have  been,  for  almoft  a  century,  the  con- 
jftant  difturbers  of  the  pea^e  of  India.     They  are  invaders 
nd  conquerors  by  profeffion.     They  are  fo  on  principle. 
Tie y  claim  as  their  right  one  fourth  of  the  revenues  of 
be  Empire,  which  they  call  the  Chout>  and   they  inforce 
heir  pretentions  whenever  they  have  an  opportunity.     The 
lonourable  gentleman  fays  it  is  probable  that  our  gallant 
rmy  hnow  a  (tending  the  Gauts,  and  on  the   point  01  pene- 
tating into-the  heart  of  Tippoo's  country.     This  is  the  fe- 
md  of  March.     General  Meadows  fays  that,  on  tbe  firji  of 
tiober  laft,  he  would,  if  poffible,  march- to  attempt  tbe  Gautu 
pe  event  ought  to  have  been  determined  five  months  ago. 
the  attempt  is  ftill  to  be  made,  the  war  is  procraftinated, 
id  the  General  aflures  us,  that  we  mujl  be  undone  by  pro* 
tfiination.'    I  can  by  no  means  concur  in  the  arguments 
ged  by  an  honourable  General  Officer  *  near  me,  though 
un  far  from  aflerting  that  a  military  officer  cannot,  in  the 
[tore  of  things,  be  a  good  civil  Governor.     That  extreme 
pildbeas  abfurd  the  as  other.     He  fays  that  Sir  Archibald 
mpbell's  letter  does  not  amount  to  a  pofitive  denial  of  hi$ 
ling  advifed  the    purchafe  of  the  two  forts  from  the 
Itch; — that  Sir  Archibald  Campbell  fpeaks  from  memory 
ly,  and  expreffes  himfelf  in  cautious  and  doubtful  terms, 
fte  Eonourable  gentleman  fees  the  difficulty.     He  cannot 
Hove  it,  and  therefore  he  fairly  leaps  over  it.     He  cuts    • 
ft  knot,  which  he  cannot  untie.     Sir  Archibald  Campbell's 
frds  are,  "  1  can  venture  to  affirm  from  memory,  that  I 
neither  countenanced  nor  advifed  the  Rajah  in  the  pur- 
chafe.    On  the  contrary,  &c."     To  put  this  matter  out 
'all  difpute,  I  am  at  liberty  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  I 
It  feen  a  letter  from  Sir  Archibald  Campbell's  fecretary, 
rich  pofitively  aflerts,  that  Sir  Archibald  never  gave  the 
dent  imputed  to  him,  directly  or  indirectly.     I  do  not 
ftlkd  the  fecretary's  words,  but  I  can  aflure  the  Houfe, 
ff  were  the  ftrongeft  that  could  be  made  ufe  of,  and  Mr. 
ppefley  has  the  letter.     Now,  Sir,  I  afk  the  honourable 
ptjcman  oppofite  to  me,  once  more,  this  plain  and  very  ' 
pterial  queftion,  does  be  or  does  he  not  believe  that  Sir  Archi- 
mi  Campbell  fpeaks  truth  ?— -The  honourable  General  fays 

*  General  Smith. 
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that,  if  Mr.  Hollond  had  been  a  Military  Governor,  he 
might  have  been  tried  and  puniflied  by  a  Court  Martial  for 
difobedience  of  orders. — Nothing  but  Martial  Law  will  do 
now.  Such  is  the  bias  of  habit  and  education,  on  the  moft 
honourable  minds.  Sir,  I  hope  that  Civil  Governors  art 
not  beyond  the  reach  of  very  fufficient  punifiiment,  though 
they  cannot  be  tried  by  the  articles  of  war.  If  fuch  offendert 
efcape,  it  will  not  be  for  want  of  a  proper  tribunal,  and  at 
effective  jurifdiction  over  them,  but  of  proper  vigour  in  thH 
government.  A  right  honourable  gentleman  *  laid  in  tfafl 
laft  debate;  cc  would  to* God  Mr,  hollond  had  executed  tfati 
"  orders  he  received,  with  as  much  punctuality  as  Mr 
<c  Powney; — I  moft  folemnly  believe  it  would  have  prevented 
"  the  war.*  I  intreat  the  Houfe  to  take  notice  of  that  de« 
claration^  The  difobedience  alluded  to  confifted  in  Mfc 
Hollond's  ^  not  having  acquainted  Tippoo,  that  the  Govm 
General  in  Council  had  determined  to  afflfi  the  Rajah 
the  defence  of  the  for is ,  if  it  JJjou Id  appear  upon  inveftigati 
that  the  Dutch  did  poffefs  an  independant  right  to  difpoje  of  l 
This  information,  it  is  laid,  wasfupprefled  by  Mr.  Holt 
whereas,  if  it  had  been  communicated  to  Tippro,  it 
have  prevented  the  war. — It  is  no  bufmefs  ot  mine,  Sir, 
defend  Mr.  Hollond.  Suppofe  him  guilty  of  the  omi~ 
imputed  to  him.  Let  him  anfwer  for  it.  Tippoo  Su! 
by  fome  means  or  other, — by  the  treachery  of  your  own 
vernor  if  you  will,  is  uninformed  of  a  fadr^  of  which 
ought  to  have  been  apprifed,  which  you  believe  if  he 
known  it  would  have  prevailed  with  him  to  defift  from 
intentions,  namely,  that  ydu  had  determined  to  affift 
Rajah.  To  put  him  in  the  wrong,  to  intitle  you  to  com 
him  as  an  enemy,  it  was  neceflary,  on  your  own  princtpl 
that  he  fliould  nrft  have  known  your  icfolution.  But  he 
never  informed  of  it.  Then  he  was  not  in  the  wrong  ~" 
you  were  not  inthled  to  declare  war  againft  him.  The 
nourable  General  fays,  that  the  Fnglifh  dominion  is  to 
•  preferved  by  character  as  well  as  force. — ITay  fo  too. 
how?  Firft,  by  eftablifhing  a  character  of  juftice; 
then,  by  never  unneceflarily  hazarding  the  reputation 
your  arms.  It  (lands  chiefly  upon  character.  Take 
how  you  keep  it.  The  checks  you  met  with  in  the  laft 
with  Hyder  Ally  and  the  Mahraaas  ought  to  warn  you  of 
poflibility  of  defeat.  I  do  not  believe  that  Tippoo  will 
counter  us  in  front ;  but  you  know  nothing  of  India;  you " 
nothing  of  the  nature  of  his'power,  if  you  believe  it  to  be 
poffible  for  him  to  ruin  you  in  detail,  Thehonourabie 

*   Mr  Dunda*. 

+  Vide  Lord  Cornwalli&'s  Letter  of  Sth  February  1790. 
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through  the  whole  of  his  fpeech,  feems  to  date  the  war  from 
the  attack  of  the  lines  on  the  29th  of  December  17.89,  as  if 
no  previous  provocation  had  exifted  ; — as  if  the  Rajah's  right 
to  poflefs  himfelf  of  the  two  forts  was  out  of  all  difpute. 
f  He  fays  that,  if  he  had  been  Governor  of  Madras,  he  fhould 
.have  thought  it  as  much  his  duty  to  have  defended  the  lines 
f'of  Travancore,  as  the  walls  of  ,Fort  St.  George.  Agreed, 
And  fo  fhould  I,  if  the  Rajah  had  been  contented  with  the 
tpoiffc/Son  of  bis  own  country ;  and  if  Tippoo  had  become 
\he  apgreflbr  by  attacking  his  territories  without  provocation. 
'The  queftion  is,  not  whether  we  ought  to  defend  Travan- 
|core,  but  whether  we  (hall  fupport  him  in  making  new  ac-  ' 
.quifitions.  Even  now  1  would  fave  him  from  deftnifl ion; 
tat,  as  1  know  him  to  be  the  aggreflbr,  I  would  oblige  him 
to  replace  every  thing  in  its  former  ftate,  and  make  fatisfac- 
lion  for  h  s  aggreffion.  A  right  honourable  gentleman*  has 
Ridiculed  the  idea  of  maintaining  a  balance  between  the  Hin-  , 

loo  and  Mahometan  powers  in  India.  He  fays  we  have  00- 
hing  to  fear  from  a  union  of  the  Mahrattas. — That  their 
Chiefs  are  now  too  great  and  independant ; — that  each  of 
them  looks  to  his  owneftablilhment,  and  that,  if  theprefent 
jovernment  of  Myfore  was  deftroyed,  they  would  have  fe- 
parate  interefts,'and  balance  one  another.  I  hope  that  right 
ion  our  able  gentleman  is  better  acquainted  with  the  politics  of 
Europe  than  he  appears  to  be  with  thofe  of  Indoftan.  I  do  not 
ly,  that  the  Chiefs  of  the  Mahratta  Empire  will  always  aft 
iftenfively  together.  But,  in  the  general  fcheme  of  their 
ominion,  in  the  common  principles^  their  religion,  they 
ave  a  bond  of  union,  which  will  for  ever  prevent  their 
aking  an  a&ive  part  againft  one  another.  Nor  are  they  to 
>e  trufted,  when  they  pretend  to  be  at  variance.  We  know 
t  by  experience.  In  the  courfe  of  the  laft  war,  Mr.  Haft- 
ngs  did  every  thing  in  his  power,  and  much  more  than  in 
rudence  he  ought  to  have  done,    to    engage    the  Rajah  * 

f  Berar  to  take  part  with  us  againft  the  Mahratta  Govern*- 
Bent  at  Poona.     He  faid,  "  that  a  natural  enmity  muft  ever  £ 

*  fubfift  between  thofe  (towers,  and  that  the  latter  was,  by 
c  intereft  and  inclination,  likely  to  join  in  an  alliance  with 
1  our  government."  To  excite  his  ambition  if  poflible  by 
£  dazzling  objeft,  Mr.  Haftings  offered  to  fupport  his  pre- 
tentions to  the  fupreme  government  of  the  Mahratta  Empire. 
TheRajah  in  return  gave  us  plenty  of  fine  words.  But 
jwhat  was  the  end  of  it?.Our  excellent  friend  Moodajee 
"Boofla  fent  an  army  to  the  frontiers  of  Bengal,  which  kept 
us  in  check  for  a  confiderable  time,  and  at  laft  was  bought 
off  by  a  large  fum,  I  think  not  lefs  than  300,0001.  on  condi- 

*  Mr.  Pitt. 
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tions,  which  this  Houfe  has  pronounced  to  be  mofi  extrava 
gant  and  di/honourabk  *• 

The  right  honourable  gentleman  has  repeatedly  aflerted 
that  the  prefent  war  did  not  originate  from  the  transfer 
of  the  two  forts,  by  the  Dutch  to  the  Rajah  of  Travail- 1 
core,  but  from  other  remoter  caufes.  This  tranfa&ioo,j 
you  will  obferve,  was  concluded  about  the  7th  of  Auguft 
1789.  Long  before  that  period,  he  fays,  there  had  been 
clear  indications  of  the  hoftile  intentions  of  Tippoo  againft 
Travancore,  and  of  his  determined  refolution  to  invade 
and    conquer    the  whole    country; — that  his  preparation*! 


for  that  purpofe  had  been  made  many  months  before,  and 
that  the  affair  of  the  two  forts  was  nothing  but  a  pretence1 
Jet  up  to  cover  and  promote  his   real  defign.     I  have  ex- 
amined the  evidence  on  your  table  with  the  utmoft  cai% 
and  cannot  difcover   the  flighteft  ground  for  thefe  fuppo* 
fitions.     The  fa  As,  whatever  they   were,  from   which  tta 
prefent  inference  is  drawn,  muft  have  been  known  to  the  hor 
nourable  gentleman  by  the  end  of  that  year,  or  the  beginning 
of  1790.     1  (hall  prove  to  you  that,  on  the  31ft  of  MarcH 
1790,  he  knew  as  much  of  them  as  he  does  now,  and  tbtf 
they  did  not  then  fuggeft  to  him  any  of  the  ideas,  which  H 
profeffes  at  prefent.     On   that  day,    in  opening  the  In& 
budget,  he  aflured  the  Houfe,  thai  he  thought  he  did  not  enter* 
tain  too  f anguine  expectations,  when  he*  concluded  that  the  trim*, 
auillity  of  India  was  not  very  likely  to  be  foon  diflurbed.     Sir,  I 
I  do  not  expe&  that  you  fhould  rely  on  my  recollection  el 
the  honourable  gentleman's  words,  though  I  perfectly  rt* 
member  the  affertion      I  take  them  from  a  record,  which . 
believe  he  will  not  difpute;  —  from  a  printed  copy  of  hi 
fpeech,  written,  I  have  no  doubt,  as  well  as  fpoken  by  hi»* 
felf.     Befides  the  calculations,  which  are  ftated  at  lengdj 
the  arguments  are  too  minute  and  accurate  to  be  drawn  el 
by  any  hand  but  his  own.     No  other  human  memory  coon 
have  retained  them.     No  printer  of  a  news-paper  could  haii 
delivered   them   in  that   form. — I  fhould  not  have  faidfil 
much  on  this  point,  if  it  had  not  bteen  very  material  todfc 
prefent  fubje&,  to  eftablifti  the  authenticity  of  the  fpeech, W 
which  I  allude.     There  is  a  particular  paflage  in  it,  which 
I  beg  leave  to  read  to  you. 

"  One  great  and  leading  circumflance,  on  which  botl 
"  the  increafe  and  permanency  of  profperity  in  the  Britifc 
IC  dominions  in  India,  as  well  as  our  profperity  at  hot " 
€C  depended,  every  man  muft  fee  was  the  continuance 
"  peace,  and  when  he  looked  round  and  confidered  the  fit* 
cc  tion  of  other  European  nations,  efpecially  our  conneflio* 

*  18th  May  1782. 
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K  with  Holland,  he  thought  that  he  did  not  entertain  too 
"  fangnine  expectations,  when  he  concluded  that  the  tran- 
u  quiflrty  of  India  was  not  very  likely  to  be  foon  difturbeJ; 
u  and  confident  he  was,  that  no  apprehenfion  need  be  enter- 
,c  tained  from  any  of  the  native  Princes  in  India,  (b  long  as 
u  we  followed  the  courfe  which  we  were  now  purfuing,  and 
rt  perfevered  in  the  path  of  moderation,  according  to  the 
u  prefent  fyftem.  He  muft  prove  a  daring  Governor-Ge- 
"  neral  indeed,  who  could  fo  far  venture  to  difobey  inftruc- 
M  rions  from  home,  as  raihly  to  purfue  a  different  courfe,  and 

*  contrive  to  render  it  the  intereft  of  the  native  Princes  to 

*  unite  and  form  a  combination  againft  us.     Such  an  event 

*  we  had,  however,  not   the  fmalleft  reafon  to  fear.     We 

*  knew  that  there  was  one  ambitious  and  afpiring  Prince  in 

*  India,  poffdfing  all  the  rancorous  fpirit  of  his  father,  tlie 
£obje&  of  whofe  life  it  had  been,  if  poflible,  to  extirpate 

the  Britifh  name  from  India;  to  guard  againft  whofe  at- 
tacks, however,    our  prefent  eftablilhments  were  amply 
fufficient.     Additional   circumftances  had  recently  occur- 
red, which  ftill  further  rendered  our,  eftabli/hments  moa» 
than  adequate   to  the    prefervation  and   fecurity  of  our 
pofleffions; — need  he  refer  to   the   circumftances  of  the 
evacuation  of  Pondicherry,  a  tolerably  ftrong  fymptofli 
that  France  had  no  prefent  views  to  be  fuddenly  our  rival 
in  India.     Another  matter,  equally  fatisfaflory,  was  the 
opportunity  afforded  us  of    leflening   very   confiderably 
Tour  eftabliftiments  in  Bombay,    arftjng  from  the  K ingot 
Travancore,  (the  oldeft  friend   to  the  JLnghfli  name  ia 
^India)  haying  fent  a  reqnifitiou  for  a  body  of  our  troops 
to  cover  the  frontier  of  tha  kingdom  of  Travancore,  ami 
to  be  paid  by  him.     This  meafure  would  fuperfede  the  ne- 
ieflity  of  our  eftablifhment  at  Tellicherry,  and' enable  us 
£0  lower  tbofe  of  Bombay  ;  one  great  object  of  that  dial*- 
jifhment    having  been  for  the  purpofe  of  defending  the 
borders  of  the  Myforean  country." 

£Obferve,  Sir,  that  on  the  31ft  of  March  1790,  when  Tie 
r  that  the  King  of  Travancore  had  fent  for  a  body  of 
troops,  when  he  muft  have  known  every  one  of  thofe 
taken  by  Tippoo  in  the  beginning  of  1789,  from  which 
now  infers  the  hoftile  intentions  of  that  Prince,  a/ii 
which  he  now  dates  the  war, — on  that  very  day  he 
his  opinion  to  this  Houfe,  that  the  tranquillity  of  Indim 
p  not  likely  to  be  foon  dlflurbed^  no,  not  even  by  that  ambi- 
lus  and  afpiring  Prince,  whom  he  charged  at  the  fame  time 
m  a  general  determined  enmity  to  the  Englifli.  To  date 
e  war  from  any  afls  of  1  ippoo,  preceding  the  transfer  of 
t  ions,  and  unconnected  with  it,  is  to  contradiS  his  own 
claration  in  this  Houfe.— To  fay  that  thofe  a£ts  were  nrt 
dications  of  hoftility,  and  were  not  the  origin  of  the  war, 
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would  be  what  I  contend  for  and  affirm  is  the  truth,  tlj 
the  collufive  acquisition  made  by  the  King  of  Travancon 
two  forts  in  Tippoo's  country,  is  the  true  and  only  cadi 
the  war.     I  leave  it  to   the  honourable  gentleman  to  a 
which  fide  of  the  dilemma  he  thinks  proper. 

But  there  is  other  evidence  before  you,  which  puts  it 
of  all  difpute,  that  the  war  has  no  connexion   with  ] 
operations  imputed  to  Tippoo,  before  the  transfer  of: 
forts.     A  moft  important  letter  from  Lord  Cornwall* 
the  Nizam  has  been  laid  this  afternoon  upon   your 
Very  few  gentlemen  have  had  an  opportunity  of  readii 
but  it  well  deferves  the  fpecial  attention  of  the  Houfe. 
letter  is  dated  the  7th  of  July  1789,  and  is  referred  to 
treaty  with  the  Nizam,  and  declared  to  be  equivalent 
treaty.     There  is  an  air  of  myftery  on  the  face  of  it, 
fuited  to  that  defcription.     If  it  be  a  treaty,  it  ought  to 
been  explicit ;  if,  as  it  profeflos,  it  be  ftrong  and  eff 
upon    the  Englifh  Government   in  India,  equally  fo 
treaty  in- due  form  could  be,  it  mould  have  left  nothf 
inference  and  conje&ure.     I  do  not  however  mean  to 
that  the  true  meaning  of  the  letter  is  not  fufficiently 
to  any  man,  who  confiders  it.     It  appears  plainly 
that  Lord  Corn  wal lis  had  been  folicited  by  the  Nizam? 
queel    to  enter  into   an  offend ve  alliaiice  againft  Tjj 
That  Prince  is  ewdently  the  perfon   meant  and  alh 
though  never  once   named  in  the  letter.     Lord  Co. 
agrees  to  grant  the  Nizam  two  battalions  of  feapoys 
pieces  of  cannon,  in  the  terms  of  an  old  treaty,  exi 
wards  of  twenty  yrat  s,  the  executin  of  which  is  yet  unci 
hut  he  grants  this  en  theexprefs  condition,  that  it  fib. 
be  employed  again  it  certain  powers  of  India,  fpecihed 
letter,  viz,  the  Pefh.iw,  Kagojee  Foofla,  Madajee 
and  the  other  Maliratta  Chiefs; — the  Nabob  of  Ai 
Nabob  Vi7i«r,  anil  the  Rajahs  of  Tanjore  and  Trai 
The  only  Chief  of  any  confequence,  whofe  name  is 
is  Tippoo  Sultan.    This  mode  of  defignation  by  omii 
my  mind  theftrongeft  indication  of  a  determined  obj 
can  be  imagined.     The  letter  afiures  the  Nizam, 
"  mould  it  hereafter  happen,  that  the  Company  A 
"  tain  pqfleffion  of  the  country  mentioned  in  thefe 
"  (viz.  of  the  treaty  of  1768)  with  his  Highnef&'s  af 
lt  they  will  ftri£Uy  perform  the  ftipulations  in  favout 
"  Highnefs." — The  country  alluded  to,  is  the  QmutUC* 
gautC)  which  has  been  pofieflfed  by  Tippoo  and  his  fat! 
above  three  and  twenty  years.     The  ftipulatioo  is, 
it  from  him,  at  fome  future  period.     Why  not  nawfr 
caufe,  as  Lord  Cornwallis  fays, — the  Company  are  in  I* 
enjoyment  of  peace  with  all  the  world  \ — becaufe   «chis  Hi| 
"  (the  Nizam)  mull  be  well  affured  that,  while  trea 
^  *c  oeace  and  friend  Ih  id  exi  ft  with  anv  Chief,  neroi 
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P  that  tend -to  deprive  that  Chief  of  any  part  of  his  pofleffions, 
f  unprovoked  on  bis  party  muft  naturally  create  fufpicions  in 
I*  his  mind,  unfavourable  to  the  reputation  of  his  Highnefs, 

*  and  to  the  character  of  the  Company,    fince  the  only* 

*  grounds,  on  which  fuch  negociations  could  be  carried  on, 

*  reft  on  a  treaty  exifting  upwards  of  twenty  y«ars,  the  exe- 
J  cution-of  which  is  yet  unclaimed;  and  fince  no  provocation 
f  has  hitherto  been  made  tojuj.ify  a  breach  in  theprefent  peaceable 
l  and  amicable  undcrftanding  between  each  other." 

I  ihall  not  enter  now  into  the  many  ferious  reflections, 
ich  this  extraordinary  declaration  fuggefts.  The  only  in- 
:nce  I  draw  from  it  at  prefent  is,  that  Lord  Cornwallis  did 
confider  anypf  thofea&s  or  preparations  of  Tippoo,  which 
place  in  the  beginning  of  1789,  and  from  which  the 
t  honourable  gentleman  dates  and  originates  the  war,  as 
ovocation  that  would  juftify  us  in  a  breach  of  the  peace- 
band  amicable  under /landing  then  fubfi  fling  (viz.  on  the  7  th 
July  1789)  between  us  and  Tippoo.  Lord  Cornwallis 
where  looks  farther  back  than  to  the  acquifition  of  the 
£s.  Even  that  He  condemns ;  nor  does  his  Lordftiip  con- 
r  Tippoo  as  at  war  with  the  Company,  until  he  hears  of 
attack  of  the  lines  00   the  29th  of  December.     If  any 

of   Tippoo's  conduct,  at  an  earlier  period,   had  fur-     ^ 

led-  an  opportunity  to  charge  him  with  an  aggreffion,  I 

tk  I  have  a  right  to  conclude  from  the  general  fpirit  and 

lency  of  the  letter,  that  it  would  not  have  been  neglected. 

the    7th  of  July  1789,  Lord  Cornwallis  declares  poU- 

lely,  that  Tippoo  had  given  no  provocation. 

^The    perfonal   terms  of  reproach,     with  which  the  So- 

teign    of  fo  great  a   kingdom  as    Myfore  is  conftantly 

oted,   in  my  mind,   does  no   credit  to  the  gravity   and 

jnJty  of  our  councils.     Such  language  is  never  permitted 

ween  Princes,  and  particularly  at  the  aweful  approach  of 

f.      Even    among  individuals,  who   have  any  refpecT:  for 

mfelvcs,  or  who  think  themfelves  entitled  to  the  refpedt 

Others,  the  terms  of  civility  are   never  more  ftudioufly 

ferved  than  at   the  very  moment  when  they  are  going  to 

rd  their  lives  againft  each  other  ;  and  this  is  a  rule  riot 

of  decorum,  but  of  prudence      Perfonal   invectives  fa- 

of  paflion,  which  mould  never  be  admitted  into  great 

xations.     What   purpofe  can  they  anfwer,  but  to  ag- 

te   and  inflame  the  real  caufe  of  quarrel,  to  lay  the 

tion  of  deadly  hatred,  and  to  make  a  fincere  reconci- 

|Son   impracticable  ?   The  day  may  come,  when  your  in- 

fcft  may  oblige  you  to  make  peace  with  Tippoo  Sultan.— 

HI  you  then  pafs  over  the  infoknce  and  violence  of  hit  cbarac- 

5  his  'Violent  and  ambitious  fpirit^  his  total  difregard  of  the 

ft  of  treaties  ?  Or  will  you,  as  you  ought  to  do,  refufe  to 

I  entejt 
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enter  into  any  treaty  of  peace  and  friend fhip  with  an  infoknt 
and  cruel  enemyy  with  a  rancorous  tyrant  ?  The  language  o£ 
your  Government  binds  you  to  extirpate  Tippoo  Sultan.-* 
Yfithfuch  an  enemy,  you  can  make  no  pacification,  that  w3| 
not  be  difhonourable  to  you.  \ 

I  underftand,  from  public  report,  that  the  Court  of  Dk 

'     rectors  are  preparing  to  fend  out   500,0001.  in  fpecie; 
that  a  larger  fum  is  to  be  remitted  by  individuals,  on  a  fj 
cut  at  ion  of  the  advantage  to  be  made  of  the  money  in  Ir»d 
or  of  the  return  by  drafts  on  the  Company.     Let  it  go  ho 

♦    it  may,  the  fpecie  is  loft  to  this  country,  and,  when   it; 
jives  in  India,  will  hardly  be  felt  as  a  relief.     Such  and 
enormous  are  the  expences  of  the  war.     The  inveftment 
the  coaft  was  totally  flopped   by  orders   from  Bengal, 
money,  intended  for  China,  was  taken  out  of  the  {hips, 
the  Bengal  inveftment  reduced  from  ninety  to  fixty  lack* 
ropees ; — a  great  and  ferious  calamity  to  the  country.     Tl 
provifion  of  the  inveftment  is  the  principal  channel  by  wl  * 
a  portion  of  the  revenues  returns  into  circulation.     In  wi 
ever  degree  you  reduce  the  amount,  you  cut  oiFthefoui 
you  deftroy  the  feed  of  your  revenue.     Thefe,  and  borroi 
ing  money  at    12  per  cent.,  are  the  funds,  with  which  ] 
hegin  the  war.     Is  any  man  here  able  to  fay,  with  what 
fources  it  is  to  be  carried  on  ?  A  wife  Government  may 
of  its  honour,  but  it  muft  take  care  of  its  exiftence.     1 
no  objection  to  popular  language  in  a  popular  Afleuably, 
vided  you  do  not'fuffer  it  to  enter  into  your  councils.     H; 
we  really  received  the  mo/i  grofs  injult  that  could  be  offered  tt 
nation  *,  becaufe  the  lines  of  Travancore  have  been  attacked] 
What,  though  the  act  was  immediately  difa vowed  !    Or 
good  policy  require  that  we  /hould  take  this  opportunity  U  ri 
the  power  of  Tippoo  ? — The  policy  would  have  been  as  _ 
without  the  infult,  if  it  be  true  that  we  have  every  pro fptSi 
aid  from  the  country  powers,  whilft  he  can  expeft  no  aj]iiianceJ 
France  f.     Thefe  are  not  objects,  in  my  opinion,  nor  aret 
any  objects,  for  which  a  wife  Government  {hould  hazard 
prefer vation  of  the  State.     Does  the  profpect  of  fuccefs 
title  you  to  abandon  your  principles ;  to  renounce  yoar 
cific  fyftem,  to  make  war  for  the  acquifition   of  territory?- 
Will  you  give  the  encouragement  of  parliamentary  ap 
bat  ion  to  meafures,    which  even   legiflative  prohibition 
not  been  fufficient  to  prevent  ?  Thefe  are  the  real  quefti 
which  you  are  called  upon  to  decide.. 


*  Lord  Cornwall  is,  30th  March,   1790. 
+  Ditto,  8th  March,   1790- 
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Mr.  Jtddrttt  entered  into  a  detail  of  all  circumftances  re-  Mr. 
1  ktive  to  the  purchafe  of  the  forts  fince  the  commencement  JoddrtU. 
of  hoftilities,  and  justified  that  tranfaclion,  becaufe  he 
feemed  to  think  that  the  Rajah  of  Travancore  was  perfectly 
competent  to  have  negotiated  that  purchafe  from  the  Dutch, 
without  confolting  or  obtaining  the  conient  of  tlje  Britifh 
government  at  Madrafs. 

The  £rft  resolution  being  put  and  carried,  the  fecond  was 
moved  and  feconded. 

The  Speaker  put  the  queftion. 
1    Mr,  Fox  conceiving  the  refolution,  whether  true  or  falfe 
fin  itfelf,  to  be  uiineceflary,  moved  the  previous  queftion. 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  the  queftion  having  been  fife.  Pjgf 

ftirred,  it  was  neceflary  that  it  ihould  be  completely 
tied. 
The  previous  queftion  was  negatived,  and  the  refolution 

and  carried. 

Mr.  Dundas  then  moved  the  refolution  approving  of  the 
'ides,  which  was  feconded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
iuer. 

hon.  St.  J.  St.  John  entreated  the  Houfe  to  paufe,  be-  Mr.  St.  A# 
it  they  came  to  a  vot#  of  approbation  on  treaties,  of  which  St-  J°ba- 
ry  were  not  fully  acquainted  with  the  contents.  By  an 
tide  in  each  of  thefe  treaties  it  was  ftipulated  that  none  pf 
t  contracting  parties  fhould  accept  of  any  terms  of  peace 
thout  the  confent  of  the  other  two.  Gentlemen  muft  fee 
K  this  was  an  article  which  put  the  cpnclufion  of  peace  in 
peat  meafure  out  of  our  own  power,  and  left  it  at  the  op- 
n  of  the  Nizam  and  the  Mahrattas  to  what  extent  the  war 
Bold  be  profecuted.  It  would,,  therefore,  become  the  dif- 
ttion  and  forefight  of  the  Houfe  to  confider  well  the  pro* 
Je  confequences,  before  they  gave  a  folemn  fan&ion  to 
for  carrying  on  a  war,  over  which  neither  the  exe- 
ve  nor  the  legislative  power  of  the  country  would  have 
means  of  controul  as  to  put  an  end  to  it,  when  it  (hould 
advifeable  fo  to  do,  without  an  exprefs  violation  of 
very  treaties. 

-General  Smith  faid,  he  had  not  fufficiently  confidered  the  General 
pties  to  have  made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  policy  and  pru-    Smith 
bee  by  which  they  were  dictated,  and  therefore  he  could 
|fc  vote  for  them,  nor  would  he  give  them  his  negative. 
[On  the  third  proportion, 

Mr.  Francis  intreated  the  Houfe  to  paufe,  and  confider  Mr. 
that  thev  were  going  to  do,  in  declaring  that  the  faith  of  *rranC1** 
ie  Britifh  nation  was  pledged  for  the  due  performance  of  the 
igagements  contained  in  the  treaties  with  the  Nizam  and 
te  Mahrattas.  Do  you  mean  to  eftablifti  that,  whenever 
e  India  Company's  authorifed  fervants  in  India  make  a 
Vol.  XXVIll.  3  T  treaty 
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treaty  with  any  of  the  country  Powers,  the  BritUh  nation  U 

bound  by  it  ?  Is  the  nation  hound,  itfo  fatJ*9  by  ads  4on* 

by  the  Company's  fervants,  without  a  commiffion,  Vfitfcovt 

powers,  without  inftruftions  or  authority,  without  even  th$ 

knowledge  of  the  Government  at  home  r     It  is  a  new'  pfUf' 

ciple,  1  believe,  in   our  Indian  fyftera,  and  may  leai}  yqf, 

very  far.     But,  irt  the  in  ft  a  nee  before  you,  do  you  kiw 

what  you  are  pledged  to ?  You  fay,  to  the  due  ferfrrauufai 

the  engagements.     Do  you  know  how  much  you  are  top 

for  the  ten  thoufand  horfe  ?  or  will  you  bind  yourselves 

conditions,  which  are  to  be  fettled  hereafter  f     I  hope  tl*e  T 

nourable  gentleman  will  tell  us,  at  Ieaft,  what  we  ar*  to  1 

derftand  by  the  due  performance  of  this  particular  article* 

lir.  Dm-      Mr.  Dundas  declared,  that  it  had  always  been  his  ppi 

**•*      that  points  relative  to  a  fubfifting  negotiation,  or  papers  i 

cerniog  a  war  adually  exifting,  were  matters  foreign  to 

confideration  of  Parliament,  and  that  it  had  been  the  in 

riable  rule  to  rely,  in  all  fuch  cafes,  upon  the  Execc 

Government,  who  were  refponfible  for  their  condud,  f 

due  performance  of  every  thing  neceflary  for  the  better  < 

rying  on  of  the  war  already  commenced,  till  a  fie  opporti 

offered,  when  their  whole  condud  might  fafely  be  b% 

under  ioveftigation.     When,  therefore,  papers  and  tr 

immediately  conneded  with  the  war,  in  which  we  were 

that  time  involved  in  India,  were  called  for  by  that , 

he  had  no  other  expeflation  whatever  refpefling  tbo/e^ 

but  that  the  production  of  them  muftend  in  one  of  theftl 

circumftances — either  a  vote  of  cenfure  of  Lord  Cojn^ 

or  a  vote  of  approbation.     To  let  the  fubje£t  come  < 

difcuflion,  and  to  leave  it  a  neutral  que  ft  ion,  without 

being  brought  to  one  of  thofe  two  concluGons  would  J" 

been  highly  dangerous,  and  the  worft  ufe  might  have 

made  of  fuch   a  procedure  in  India.     In  this  cafe,  a 

had  been  ftarted  during  an  exifting  war  in  India,  by  _ 

of  great  weight  and  authority  in  that  Houfe  upon  the  j 

of  the  war,  and  the  policy  of  the  treaties  made  with 

Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam,  and  upon  the  ground  of  1 

doubt,   certain   refolutions  condemning  the  war,  and. 

furing  Lord  Cornwallis  for  having  entered  into  it,  had 

fubmitted  to  the  Houfe.     Thofe  refolutions  had  been  r^ 

ted,  fome  by  being  negatived,  and  others,  where  the  fbfjftf 

the  Houfe  required  it,  by  moving  the  previous  queftion;  P 

that  was  not  euough ;  they  all  knew  in  what  manner  01 

thing  that  paffed  in  that  Houfe  on  the  fubjed  of  India, 

treated  without  doors;  it  became  therefore  necefliry  to  1 

peal  to  the  only  higher  authority ;  to  the  authority  of  t 

Houfe  to  apply  an  antidote  to  the  poifon,  and  by  a  vote,  I 

nifeft  to  the  world,  and  to  all  India,  that  the  Houfe,  after ' 
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fblfeft  difcuffion  of  the  ftibjefl,  were  decidedly  of  opinion, 
'   that  thete  was  no  ground  Whatever  for  any  fuch  doubt  as  had 
bfctn  ftaited  :  that  they  thought  the  condudt  of  Lord  Corn- 
Wallis  in  having  entered  into  that  war,  highly  meritorious; 
i  and  that  they  approved  of  the  treaties  entered  into,  in  direft 
Conformity  of  the  ASt  of  Parliament,  for  the  purpofe  of  car- 
rying on  the  war  with  vigour:  and  that  they  readily  plunged 
themfelves  into  it  to  fupport  their  allies.     Mr.  Dundas  faid, 
fo  fully  convinced  was  he,  that  whenever  Lord  Cornwall  is 
retdrned  t6  England,  he  would  come  home  full  of  that  glory 
;  tat  that  luftre  which  belonged   to  him,  that  although   he 
,  highly  approved  of  his  cohdudt  in  his  own  breaft,  he  had  not 
i  intended  to  move  any. thing  in  that  Houfe  refpe&ing  it  till 
:  the  war  had  been  at  an  end;  but  he  had  been  forced,  againft  his 
I  will,  to  depart  from  the  line  of  reft  raint  that  he  had  preicribed 
fohimfelf,  and  compelled  to  take  the  fteps  that  he  had  pur- 
toed.     For  the  fake  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  he  fhould  not  have 
'fo  much  minded  it,  and  perhaps  fhould  not  have  moved  any 
'fcie  of  the  refolutions  that  he  had  that  day  offered  ;  but  when 
'A  ilredt  attack  was  made  upon  our  allies  in  India,  and  the 
ties  Lord  Cornwallis  had  entered  into  were  queftioned, 
id  attempted  to  be  cenfured,  it  became  then  impoflible  for 
^lim  to  do  lefs  than  to  bring  forward  the  refolutions  that  had 
leen  the  fubjefl  of  that  day's  difcutf.on.  If,  as  the  honourable 
pntleman  (Mr.  Dundas  obferved)  fa  id,  he  means  no  perfonal 
tefle&ion  on  Lord  Cornwallis,  what  were  they  to  think  of 
fliofe  ten   refolutions  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
ftknfelf  moved  on  Monday  laft  ?    Would   the  honourable 
HjentJeman,  or  would  any  man  pretend,  that  thofe  refolutions 
contained  no  perfonal   reflexions  on  Lord  Cornwallis,  and 
fcras  this  a  moment  when  we  were  engaged  in  a  war  in  India, 
lb  give  the  people  of  that  country  an  idea,  that  Lord  Oorn- 
JTallis  was  not  approved  of  by  the  government  which  ap- 
pointed him  ?  livery  gentleman  muft  fee  the  mifchievous 
4onfequences  that  would  follow,  if  fuch  an  idea  was  fuffered 
tb  prevail  for  a  fingle  moment.     With  regard  to  the  treaties 
f  Jfciade  the  fubjedr.  of  the  prefent  motion,  they  were  treaties 
[Altered  into  by  Lord  Cornwallis,  in  direcSt  compJiance  with 
lAe  claufe  of  the  a&  of  Parliament,  and  therefore  treaties 
Which  that  Houfe  was  bound,  to  make  good ;  but,  if  there 
#as  a  man  in  that  Houfe  who  had  a  doubt  of  the  fa&,  if 
(here  was  a  man  who  thought  the  treaties  fuch  as  ought  not 
to  have  been  entered  into,  it. was  the  duty  of  that  man  to 
jive  the  refolution  his  negative,  and  he  ought   to  give  his 
negative  in  the  moft  decided  manner  poflible,  by  taking  the 
fenfe  of  the  Houfe  upon  the  refolution.     Thofe,  who  ap- 
proved of  the  meafures  that  had  been  purfued  in  India,  thofe 
who  thought  the  war  founded  in  juftice  and  in  policy,  thofe 
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who  agreed  with  him  in  the  opinion  which  beheld,  and  wemc 
convinced,  as  he  was,  that  the  treaties  with  the  Mahratt  " 
ami  the  Nizam  were  calculated  to  carry  on  the  war  with  < 
gour  and  with  efFed,  would  in  that  cafe  divide  as  he  fhou 
and  therehy  manifeft  their  approbation  of  the  refolution. 
Mr.  Fox.      Mr.  Fox  having  premiied  that  the  right  honourable  gentl 
man  (Mr.  Dundas)   had  called  upon  them  to  take  the  fen 
of  the  Houfe,  if  they  difapproved  of  the  motion,  added,  1 
this  was  a  matter  which  depended  on  a  very  different  pna 
ciple.     It  was  fit   to  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe,  when  f 
queftion  meant  to   be  fupported  could  receive  any  affifi 
by  fo  doing,  and  not  fit  to  take  it,  when  the  cafe  was  oth 
wife.     As  to  the  tendency  of  the  treaties  with  the  Mahr 
tas  to  enable  us  to  carry  on  the  war  with  vigour,  he  wo 
not  go  into  the  queflion  then,  but  he  fhould  not  hefitatel 
declare  that  he  doubted  how  far  a  Houfe  of  Commons  couk 
with  any  fort  of  propriety,  touch  on  a  treaty,  the  whole  < 
which  was  not  Wore  them.     This  was  obvioufly  a  matt 
as  unwife  and  impolitic  as  any  meafure  poffibly  could  be, J 
make  the  power  of  concluding  a  peace  depend  on  three  " 
ftead  of  one.     It  was,  he  believed,  the  firft  time  in  the  wo 
that  ever  it  was  known    three  could   fooner  be  braught^ 
agree  to  a  peace  than  one*     By  the  treaty,  we  flood  engag 
to  the  Mah  rat  tas,  and  engaged  to  the  Nizam.     IfTipp 
therefore,  fhould  be  ready  to  offer  terms  fufficiently  reafoi 
able  to  make  it  a  deilrable  thing  for  us  to  conclude  a 
it  would  not  be  in  our  power,  but  muft  depend  on  the  pfc 
fure  of  our  allies.     In  fa<9,  the  whole  of  this  bufinefs,  fie 
the  beginning  to  the  end,  was  a  kind  of  muffle,  to  evade c 
pacific   profeflions,  and  yet .  appear  to  adhere  to  them, 
which   purpofe  we  feemed  to  take  the  principle  of  extj 
iniuftice,  under  the  pretence  of  extreme  juftice.     We 
bound  to  Keep  good  faith  ;  and  when  all  our  expe&ations  fro 
♦he  war  were  anfwered;  we  fhould  be  forced<o  continue 
under  all  its  enormous  expences,   becaufe  we  ftand  pron 
to  the  Mahrattas,  and  to  the  Ni7.am,  not  to  conclude  | 
without  mutual  confent  of  the  three  Powers;  .for  their  i 
therefore,  we  fhould  be  obliged  to  exterminate  Tippoo, 
to  go  on  till  the  ambition  and  rapacity  of  our  allies  weref 
glutted. 
Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  exprefled  bis   furprife  that  the  1 

honourable  gentleman,  in  f peaking  of  the  treaty  made  witij 
the  great  powers  of  India,  had  chofen  to  pafs  by  its  main/ 
jefl  :  its  enabling  us  to  carry  on  the  war  with  vigour, 
to   fta'e   that .  reafonable    terms   were  defirable,     and 
he   complained  that  we  had   entered   into  a   powerful  J 
liance.     The  right  honourable  gentleman,  therefore,  forgtf?  i 
ting,  that  being  able  to  carry  on  a  war  with  vigour  ^rsts  thj 

furciJ 


1.179*.  DEBATES.  -   5*9 

[breft  means  of  obtaining  reafonable  terms;  to  gain-thofe 
reafonable  terms,  would  place  himfelf  in  a  ftate  that  would 
Pender  thofe  reafonable  terms  unlikely  to  be  offered  :  that  was 
ill  the  ground  he  conceived  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
ban's  argument ;  and  furely,  it  muft  be  allowed  that  the  beft 
pay  to  arrive  at  a  fpeedy  peace,  or  to  obtain  an  offer  of  rea- 
boable  terms,  was  to  enable  ourfelves  to  carry  on  the  war 
pith  vigour.  With  regard  to  what  the  right  honourable  gen-  . 
fcman  had  faid  of  the  difficulty  that  would  be  thrown  in  the 
ay  of  peace,  in  confequence  of  the  objedions  of  our  allies, 
tat  waj  to  take  an  extreme  cafe,  in  order  to  make  out  an 

Ement  that  could  have  little  or  no  validity,  becaufe  if  a 
able  peace  was  to  be  had,  and  our  allies,  upon  improper 
Bonds,  and  grounds  that  were  unreafonable,  refufed  to 
Hear  in  it,  under  fuch  circumftances  we  certainly  fhould 
It  hold  ourfelves  bound  by  the  treaty.  But  as  to  the  ar- 
te ftating  that  peace  fhould  not  be  made  without  the  mu- 
ll confent  of  the  fubferibing  parties,  he  would  call  upon 
ft  right  honourable  gentleman  to  ftate  if  he  had  ever  heard 
pi  offenfive  treaty,  entered  into  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of 

Bing  on  a  war,  which  did  not  contain  fuch  a  condition  ? 
r.  Fex  replied,  that  he  believed  there  were  feveral  trea-  Mr.  Fox* 
Iwhich  contained  no  fuch  condition,  unlefs  the  attainment 
the  fpecific  objeft  was  named  in  it  as  the  terms  on  which 
pee  might  be  concluded,  without  the  confent  of  the  allies, 
I  that,  he  believed,  was  the  general  nature  of  offenfive 
■ties;  hut  he  would  afk  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
liere  was  no  difference  between  a  treaty  entered  into  with 
\  Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam,  and  a  treaty  entered  into 
tfa  an  European  Power  ?  There  certainly  was,  and  that  a 
9  material  difference.  As  to  the  ahfurdity  of  arguing 
t  reafonable  terms  were  defirable,  but  that  he  ivould  ra- 
phe without  the  means  of  carrying  on  the  war  with  the 
pur  that  the  treaty  was  likely  to  afford,  Mr.  Fox  faid  he 
lijeffed  himfelf  guilty  of  that  abfu'rdity ;  for  he  had  no 
ipleto  own,  that  he  fhould  prefer  terms  of^  peace  fome- 
It  reafonable  to  the  concluding  fuch  a  treaty  of  partition. 
ft  way  in  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  laid 
hi  the  principle  that  we  were  not  to  be  bound  by  the 
Ity,  if  when  we  wifhed  for  peace,  the  Mahrattas  and  the 
tamobftinately  refpfed  to  accede,  Mr,  Fox  confefled,  ra- 
t  furprifed  him.  He  owned  that  he  fhould  himfelf  be  in- 
'  to  a&  in  that  manner,  but  he  fliould  not  have  expe£ted 
ve  heard  fuch  an  argument  come  from  the  right  honour- 
gentleman,  who  had  laid  fo  much  ftrefs  upon  the  facred 
r  1  of  treaties*, 

Iffr.  Chancellor  Put  faid,  he  had  ftated  that  in  cafe  of  ei-  Mr.  Pitt. 
pr  of  our  allies  introducing  unreafonable  objections,  when 

peace 
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Mr.  Fox. 


Mr. 
Dundat. 


Jfeftfe  teufld  Be  concluded,  the  treity  Might  bfe  fcohfidrfrfj 
«*  a*  ho  longer  binding,  becaufe  thfc  ninth  article  of  J 
treaty  contains  thef6  Words, "  and  ih  the  event  of  peace W 
*  judged  expedient,  it  fhall  be  made  by  mutual  confetti 
u  party  introducing  Unrealizable  objections.*  ' 

Mr.  Fo*  Wanted  to  know  if  that  Were  thefenfedf  tbej( 
What  Wis  thfc  fenfe  of  conditioning  that  there  fliould  I 
fepaftite  negotiation  ? 

Mr*  DtUddi  obferfed,    that  they  kneW  the 
Tippoo  had  been  to  attempt  to  bribe  and  buy  off  out 
and  therefore  that  condition  was  introduced  to  prevent! 
a  practice*    The  treaty,  Mr.  Dundas  faid,  Was  calculi 
'    product  peace,  but  peace  was  not  to  be  concluded  ffl 
reasonable  obje&ton  Was  offered ;  when  unreafonabte 
tions  were  introduced,  it  might  be  made  feparatdy. 

The  Speaker  was  putting  the  queftion,  when 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  rofe  again,  and  faid,  he  was  aware  he 

fpeak,  unlefs  he  made  a  motion  ;  before  he  fat  down, 
fore,  he  would  move  to  adjourn:    The  treaty,  Mr.  FrtM 
tended,  had  not  a  fair  view  in  the  Houfe,  for  which'!**- 
it  ought  to  be  made  the  fubjed  of  more  deliberate  difa 
He  had  before  put  an  unrfeafonable  cafe,  he  wonld  now1! 
feafonablg  cafe,     ft  could  not  bfe  denied,  that  the  vieWsf 
Mahrattas  and  the  Nizam  for  going  to  war,  were 
frorn  thofc  of  the  Eaft  India  Company.     The  latter  av 
go  to  war  in  defence  of  their  ally  the  Rajah  of  Travi 
and  to  referit   the  infult  offered  to  them  by  Tippoo  f 
Suppofing  that  the  Eaft-  India  Company  can  have  fads' 
equal  to  their  obje&s,  could  peace  be  obtained  ?    Und 
edly  not,  for  the  Nizam  would  fay,  "  your  objefls  xrfj 
**  fwered,  but  mine  are  not,"  and  fo  would   the  MaWs 
anfwer ;  we  fhouid  therefore  be  engaged  in  a  long  and  el 
five  war,  when  all  the  objeds  of  our  going  to  war 
gained. 

Colonel  Phipps  obferved  that  the  right  honourable  J 
man  had  faid,  when  we  /hould  have  obtained  every  i 
we  could   not  have  peace  :  the  meaning  of  the 
that  when  the  three  great  Powers  who  entered  into  f 
attained  their  feveral  difcordant  motives  in  going  to  wwyf 
peace  might  be  concluded*     If  war  was  to  be  carried  on  J 
that,  or  they  thought  our  allies  would  not,  bonafide^ : 
their  engagements,  there  was  an  end  to  all  treaties, 
*nd  of  all  good  faith.     With  regard  to  what  an  hofl 
gentleman  oppofite  to  him  (Mr.  Francis)  had* remarked, 
lative  to  the  treaty  being  incomplete,  hecaufe  the  pay«1 
cavalry  was  not   fpecified,  that  was  a  matter  iriipolfitlM 
fpecify,  becaufe  the  pay  of  the  cavalry  employed  muft  i* 
on  circumftances  which  were  to  arife  eventually.    Htf « 


Cofonel 
Phipps. 
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jqod  that  the  cuftomary  charge  waf  different  in  thp  Carnatic 
p  the  price  paid  on  the  frontiers  of  Bengal,  and  alfo  that  the 
prt  of  coin  to  be  paid  to  the  different  parties  was  different  in 
U  nature  and  its  value.  What  was  current  among  the  Mah- 
pttas,  would  not  pafs  in  the  Ni7am's  dominions,  and  fo  vies 

i  Mr.  Fox  complained  of  having  been  mifunderftood,  fince  Mr.  Pox. 
iftead  of  bad  faith,    he  had  perpetually  mentioned  good 

Colonel  Pbipps  faid,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had   Colonel  ' 
"  ken  him,  as  he  had  argued  for  good,  as  well  as  bad   Phippt. 

[Colonel  Hartley,  arguing  in  favour  of  the  adjournment,  as   Colonel 
*  thought  the  fubje&  of  the  treaties  had  not  been  fairly  be-   Hartley, 
t  the  Houfe,  declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  thepurpofeof 
)  Rajah  of  Travancore  had  been  to  turn  Tipf  oo  Saib,  by 
[trick,  into  an  aggreflbr,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  ha.ye 
1  him  by  going  to  war.  # 

.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  the  treaties,  which  it  was  Mr.  Pitt, 
aded  were  not  fairly  before  the  Houfe,  had  been  made 
tfabje&  of  one  of  the  refolutions  moyed  on  Monday,  com- 
led  on  in  the  fpeech  of  the  honourable  gentleman  whp 
ducedthe  refolutions,  and  difcuffed  more  fully  than  any 
•  topic  in  the  fpeech  of  the  right  honourable  gentfemap 
lite  to  him,  in  the  former  day's  debate, 
p-^e  queftion  of  adjournment  was  put  and  negatived. 
Mr.  Fox  moved  to  infert  the  words  "  and  maintain  the 
^tranquillity  of  India,"  after  the  words  "  war  with  vigour," 
which  Mr.  Pitt  acceded,  as  it  made  the  motion  more  im- 


Bdiately  applicable. 
uThe< 


[The  queftion  on  the  amended  refolution  was  put  and  car- 

LTbe  Houfe  adjourned. 

I  Thurfday,  yl  March. 

•Mr.  Phelips,  from  the  Select  Committee,  who  were  ap- 
nted  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of 
lChriftian  Curwen  and  Wilfon  Braddyll,  Efqrs.;  and 
the  petition  of  the  feveral  perfons,   whofe  names  are 
eunto  fubferibed,  being  freemen  and  citizens  of  the  city 
rCarlifle,  in  the  county  of  Cumberland,  and  having  a  right. 
J  vote  in  the  election  ot  citizens  to  ferve  in  Parliament  for 
)  laid  city,  feverally  complaining  of  an  undue  efc&ion  ancj 
urn  for  the  faid  city,  informed  the  Houfe 
That  it  appeared  to  the  faid  Sejeft  Committee^  that  the 
lerits  of  the  petition  did  in  part  depend  upon  the  right  of 
)ftdion. 
That  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have  determined, 

%  That 
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That  the  right  of  ele&ion  for  the  city  of  Carlifle*  in 
county  of  Cumberland,  is  in  the  freemen  of  the.  faid 
duly  admitted  and  fworri  freemen  of  the  faid  city,  ha^| 
been  previoufly  admitted  brethren  of  one  of  the  eight 
or.  occupations  of  the   faid  city,  and  deriving  their  tit] 
fuch  freedom  by  being  fons  of  freemen,  or  by  fervice  off 
yen  years  apprenticeihip  to  a  freeman  reGdent,  during  * 
apprentice/hip,  within  the  faid  city,  and  in  no  others. 

That  the  faid  Sele£t  Committee  have  alfo  determined, 

That  James  Clarke  Satterthwaite,  Efq,  is  notduly.e 
a  citizen  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  city] 
Carlifle,  in  the  county  of  Cumberland  ; 

And  alfo,    that  the  faid  Seledt  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  Edward  Knubley,  Efq.  is  not  duly  eleAed  a  citi 
to  .ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  faid  city  of  ' 
lifle; 

And  alfo/  that  the  faid  Sele&  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  John  Chriftian  Curwen,  Efq.  the  petitioner, 
to  have  been  returned  a  citizen  to  ferve  in   this  prefent 
liament  for  the  faid  city  of  Carlifle ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Select  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  the  faid  John  Chriftian  Curwen,  Efq.  is  duly  ( 
a  citizen  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  £ud< 
of  Carlifle; 

And  alfo,   that  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  Wilfon  Braddyll,  Efq.  the  petitioner,  ought  Itoll 
been  returned  a  citizen  t6  ferve  in  this  prefent  Jrarlir- 
for"  the  faid  city  of  Carlifle ; 

And  alfo,    that  the  faid  Seled  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  the  faid  Wilfon  Braddyll,  Efq.  is  duly  elefitd  •> 
tizen  to  ferve  in  thfc  prefent  Parliament  for  the  laid  i  "" 
Carlifle. 

Ordered,  That  the  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Crown  do  t 
this  Houfe,  forthwith,  with  the  laft  return  for  the  < 
Carlifle,  in  the  county  of  Cumberland,  and  amend  thfti 
by  rating  out  the  names  of  James  Clarke  Satterthwaite^ 
Edward  Knubley,  Efqrs.    and  inferting  the   names  of  * 
Chriftian  Curwen,     and  Wilfon  Braddyll,    Efqrs. 
thereof. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

m 


.  A>  1791.  DEBATES.  513 

Friday,  4th  A{arcb. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  moved,  cc  That  His  Majefty's  mef- 
"  fage,  concerning  the  new  conftitution  for  Quebec,  might 
i  <c  be  read."    It  was  read  accordingly : 

GEORGE   R. 

His  Majefly  thinks  it  proper  to  acquaint  the  Houfe  of  Commons 9 

that  it  appears  to  His  Majefly,  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 

\  His  Majeftys  fubjefts  in  his  province  of  Quebec,  that  the  fame 

J  jbouid  be  divided  into  two  feparate  provinces ,  to  be  called  the  pro- 

vince  of  Upper  Canada,  and  the  province  of  Lower  Canada;  and 

I  that  it  is  accordingly  His  Majefly' s  intention  fo  to  divide  the  fame  f 

whenever  His  Mujefly  Jhall  be  enabled  by  acl  of  Parliament  to  ef- 

k  tablijb  the  neceffary  regulations  for  the  government  of  the  faid  pro- 

ivinees.     His  Majefly  therefore  recommends  this  objecl  to  the  con-- 

^deration  of  this  Houfe. 

His  Majefly  alfo  recommends  it  to  this  Houfe,  to  confider  of  fuch 
frnfions  as  may  be  necejjary  to  enable  His  Majefly  to  make  a  per- 
manent appropriation  of  lands  in  the  f aid  provinces,  for  thefupport 
«?</  maintenance  *f  a  Proteftant  Clergy  within  the  fame,  in  propor- 
tion to  fuch  lands  as  have  been  already  granted  within  the  fame  by 
His  Majefly  ;  and  it  is  His  Majefly  s  dejire,  that  fuch prov'fion 
may  be  made,  with  refped  to  all  future  grants  of  land  within  the 
{foid provinces  refpeclively,  as  may  bejl  conduce  to  the  fame  objecl, 
f*i  fnportion  to  fuch  increafe  as  may  hapten  in  the  population  and 
\tultivation  of  the  faid  provinces  ;  and  for  this  purpofe,  His  Majefly 
;  csnfents,  that  fuch  provfions  or  regulations  may  be  made  by  this 
\H*ufey  r  effecting  all  future  grants  of  land  to  be  made  by  His  Ma- 
jtfty  within  the J  aid provinces,  as  this  Houfe  jhall  think  fit. 
\  G.R. 

'  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  moved,  "  That  the  aft  of  the 
lf<  14th  of  his  Majefly,  refpedting  the  faid  province,  be  read," 
and  the  title  being  read  proforma9  he  obferved,  that  the  pur- 
port of  his  motion  was  to  repeal  part  of  the  above  a£r,  and  to 
■introduce  new  regulations  for  the  future  government  of  the 
province.  Feeling  the  importance  of  the  fubjedt,  helhould 
Jiave  been  defirous  of  ftating  fully  to  the  Houfe  the  grounds 
>and  the  principles  on  which  he  meant  to  proceed  in  forming 
%  conftitution  for  a  valuable  appendage  to  the  Britifh  domi- 
nions, which,  he  trufted,  would  contribute  to  its  future 
Iprofperity  ;  but  as* it  was  not  likely  that  any  oppofition  would 
arifeagainft  bringing  in  a  bill  for  this  purpofe,  and  as  expla- 
nation would  come  with  more  propriety  when  the  bill  was 
before  the  Houfe,  he  mould  (late  only  in  few  words  the  out- 
lines of  the  plan,  unlefs  queflions  were  aiked,  or  explanations 
demanded  in  the  firft  inftance.  The  bill  which  he  meant  to  ' 
propofe  was  founded,  in  the  firft  place,  on  the  recommen- 
Vol.  XXVIII.  3U  dation 
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dation  contained  in  Jlis  MajelVy's  mcflage,  to  divide  the  pro 
vince  Into  two  Governments.     This  divifion,  it  was  hoped 
would  put  an  end  to  the  competition  between  the  old  French 
inhabitants  and  the  new  fettle rs  from  Britain,  or  Britifh  co-  j 
lonies,  which  had  occafioned  the  difputes  and  uncertainty  f 
refpefting  law,  and   other  difputes  of  lefs  importance,  by ' 
which  thfe  province  had  been  fo  long  di  ft  rafted.    This  di- 
viGon,  it  was  hoped,  could  be  made  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  to  1 
give  each  a  great  majority  in  their  own  particular  part,  al- 
though it  could  not  be  expefted  to  draw  a  line  of  complete  ; 
feparatipn.     Any  inconveniences  to  be  apprehended  from  an- 
cient Canadians  being  included  in  the  one,  or  Britifh  fetiiers 
in  the  other,  would  be  cured  by  the  eftablifhment  of  a  local, 
legiflature  in  each.  / 

It  was  for  this  purpofe  that  he  fhouldffirft  propofe,  in  imi- 
tation of  the  constitution  of  the  mother  country,  a  Council 
and  Houfe  of  Affembly  for  each  ;  the  Affembly  to  be  con- 
ftituted  in  the  ufual  manner,  and  the  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil to  be  members  for  life;  referving  power  to  His  Majeftf< 
to  annex  to  certain  honours  an  hereditary  right  of  fitting  in- 
the  Council.  All  laws  and  ordinances  of  the  province  weie^ 
to  remarri  in  force,  till  altered  by  this  new  Legiflature. 
They  would  confequently  retain  as  much  of  the  law  of  Eng- 
land as  they  now  had  andchofe  to  keep,  and  they  would  pof- 
fefs  the  means  of  introducing  as  much  more  as'  they  might' 
think  convenient.  The  Habeas  Corpus  aft  was  already  lav 
by  an  ordinance  of  the  province,  and  this  invaluable  right 
was  to  be  continued  as  a  fundamental  principle  of  the  con- 
.  ftitution. 

Thefe  were  the  moft  important  pdints ;  but  there  were; 
others  to  which  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  was  called  by  Hit; 
Majefty's  mefTage.  It  was  meant  to  make  provifion  for  1 
Proteftant  clergy  in  both  divifions,  by  an  allotment  of  lands,, 
in  proportion  to  thofe  already  granted;  and  as  in  one  of 
them  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  would  be  Catholics,  it 
was  meant  to  provide  that  it  fhall  not  be  lawful  for  His  Ma- 
jefty  in  future  to  aflent  to  grants  of  lands  for  this  purpoft* 
under  the  fanftion  of  the  Council  and  Aflembly  of  either  di^ 
viilon,  without  firft  fubmit ting  them  to  the  con  11  deration  of 
the  Britifh  Parliament.  The  tenures,  which  had  been  the. 
fubjeft  of  difpute,  were  to  be  fettled  in  Lower  Canada,  by 
the  local  Legiflature;  in  Upper  Canada,  the  fettlers  being, 
chiefly  Britim,  or  Britifh  colonifts,  the  tenures  were  to  lie 
fockage  tenures ;  and,  in  order  to  prevent  any  fuch  difpute  as 
had  been  the  caufe  of  feparating  the  Thirteen  States  from  the  ^ 
Mother  Country,  it  was  provided  that  tlie  Britifh  Parliament 
fhould  impofe  no  tares  but  fuch  as  were  neceflary  for  there* 
gulation  of  trade  and  commerce ;  and  to  guard  agamft  th* 

abufe  ' 
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abufe  of  this  power,  fuch  taxes  were  to  be  levied  and  to  be 
difpofed  by  the  Legiflature  of  each  divifion.  As  the  confu- 
tation which, he  had  thus  briefly  opened,  could  not  be  in  a 
flate  of  a&ivity  for*  fome  time,  His  Majefty  was  to  be  em- 
powered to  make  temporary  regulations,  to  be  in  force  for  fix 
months  after  the  eftabliihment  of  the  new  conftitution. 

Mr.  Fox  declared  it  impoflible  to  exprefs  an  entire  appro-  Mr,  Fox. 
bation  or  difapprobation  of  a  bill  which  the  Houfe  had  not 
yet  feen;  but  he  did  not  hefitate  to  fay,  that  if  a  local  Le- 
giflature was  liberally  formed,  that  circumftance  would  incline 
him  much  to  overlook  defe&s  in  the  other  regulations,  be- 
caufehe  was  convinced  that  the  only  means  of  retaining  dif- 
tant  colonies  with  advantage,  was  to  enable  them  to  govern 
tbemfelves. 

Ordered,That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  cer- 
tain provifions  of  the  a£t  of  the  14th  of  HisMajefty  refpedting 
theGovemment  of  Canada,  and  to  make  other  provifions,  &c. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday >,  jib  March. 

Lord  Vifcount  Downe,  from  the  Seleft  Committee,  who 
were  appointed  to  try  and  deteimtne  the  merits  of  the  peti- 
tion of  Sir  John  Honeywood,  Bart.,  and  John  Curtis,  Efq.. 
complaining  of  an  undue  election  and  return  for  the  borough 
of  Steyning,  in  the  county  ofSuflex,  informed  the  Houfe, 

That  it  appeared  to  the  faid  Sele&  Committee,  that  the 
merits  of  the  petition  did  in  part  depend  upon  the  right  of 
election  ;  and  that,  thereupon,  the  faid  Committee  required 
the  Counfel  for  the  feveral  parties  to  deliver,  to  the  clerk  of 
the  faid  Committee,  ftatements  in  .writing  of  the  right  of 
elefiion  for  which  they  refpeflively  contended. 

That,  in  confequence  thereof,  the  Counfel  for  the  peti- 
tioners, Sir  John  Honeywood,  Bart,  and  John  Curtis,  Efq. 
delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  follows  : 

"  The  Counfel  for  the  petitioners  ftate  the  right  of  elec- 
"  tion  t.o  be  in  the  inhabitants  of  ancient  houfes,  and  houfes 
u  built  on  the  fcites  of  ancient  houfes,  within  the  borough 
"  of  Steyning,  being  houfeholders  paying  fcot  and  lot,  and 
w  not  receiving  alms." 

That  the  Counfel  for  the  fitting  Members,  James  Martin 
Lloyd  and  Henry  Howard,  Efquires,  delivered  in  a  ftatement 
as  follows : 
g  "  The  Counfel  for  the  fitting  Members  ftate  the  right  of 
u  eledion  to  be  in  the  conftable  and  houfeholders  inhabitants 
u  within  the  borough  of  Steyning,  paying  fcot  and  lot,  and 
"  not  receiving  alms." 

That,  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  \n  by  the  Counfel  for  j 

3  U  z  the 
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the  fitting  Members,  the  faid  Seled  Committee  have  deter-  ' 
,     mined, 

That  the  right  of  ele&ion,  as  fet  forth  in  the  faid  lhte«^ 

ment,  is  not  the  right  of  election  for  the  borough  of  Steyuing,£ 

in  the  county  of  Suffex.  J 

That,  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  in  by  the  Counfel  for  - 

the  petitioners,  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  bave  determined,   J 

That  the  right  of  election,  as  fet  forth  in  the  faid  ftate- 
ment, is  the  right  of  election  for  the  borough  of  Steyning. 
That  the  faid  Selc&  Committee  have  alfo  determined, 
That  James  Martin   Lloyd,  Efq.  is  not  duly  ele&eda 
Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  borough, 
•of  Steyning,  in  the  county  of  Suflex  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Selefl  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, 

That  Henry  Howard,  Efq.  is  not  duly'ele&ed  a  Burgefs  to 
■  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  faid  borough  of  btev- 
ning. 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Sele&  Committee  have  deter* 
mined, 

That  Sir  John  Honeywood,  Bart,  the  petitioner,  ©oght 
to  have  been  returned  a  Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Par- 
liament for  the  faid  Borough  of  Steyning ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Sele&  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, 

That  the  faid  Sir  John  Koneywood,  Bart.  \$  duly  defied  a 
Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  laid  bo- 
rough of  Steyning; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Sele£t  Committee  have  deter- 
mined, 

That  John  Ciirtis,  Efq.  the  petitioner,  ought  to  have  be$n 
returned  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Pailiament  for  the  faid  bo* 
.  rough  of  Steyning  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  SeLdt  Committee  have  deter- 
mined,    ' 

That  the  faid  John  Curtis  Efq.  is  dulyelefleda  Burgefs 
to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Pailiament  for  the  faid  borough  ot 
Steyning. 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  from  the  Strlefl  Committee,  who  were 
appointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of 
the  honourable  Richard  Edgecume,  commonly  called  Lord 
Valletort,  and  Philip  Rafhleigh,  F.fq.;  and  alfo  the  petition 
of  the  right  honourable  Molineux  Lord  Shuldham,  and  Sir 
Ralph  Payne,  Knight  of  the  Bath;  and  alfo,  the  petition  of 
John  Rafhleigh,  Richard  Hennah,  Samuel  Nicolls,  Nevel 
Norway,  and  Benjamin  Bloom  field,  of  the  borough  of 
Fowey,  in  the  count  v  of  Cornwall,  being  perfons  who  had  a 

right     J 
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tfghttovote  at  the  lail  election  of  Burgefles  to  ferve  in  Par* 
foment  for  the  faid  borough,  on  behalf  of  themfelves  and 
others,  who  were  at  the  faid  ele&ion,  lawful  electors  for  the 
laid  borough,  feverally  complaining  of  an  undue  election  and 
louble  return  for  the  faid  borough,  informed  the  Houfe, 

That  it  appeared  to  the  Select  Committee,  that  the  me- 
rits of  the  petition  did  in  part  depend  up6rt  the  right  of  chu- 
5ng,  nominating,  or  appointing,  the  Returning  OfficeF, 
W10  was  to  make  return  of  fuch  election  ;  and  that,  there- 
upon, the  faid  Select  Committee  required  the  Counfel  for  the 
frveral  parties  to  deliver,  to  the  clerk  of  the  faid  Committee, 
tatcments  in  writing  of  the  right  of  chufmg,  nominating,  or 
ppointing,  the  Returning  Officer  for  the  faid  borough  for 
jrhich  they  refpectively  contended. 

That,  in  con fequence  thereof,  the  Counfel  for  the  peti- 
bners,  Lord  Shuldham,  and  Sir  Ralph  Payne,  delivered  in 
iftatement  as  follows : 

'*  The  Portreeve  is  the  Returning  Officer  at  elections  to 
f  ferve  in  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Fowey;  the  Por- 
'  treeve  for  the  faid  borough  is  chofen  or  prefented  by  the 
!  homage,  at  the  Court  holden  for  the  faid  manor  of  Fowey, 
ufuajjy  foon  after  Michaelmas,  by  the  Steward,  or  the 
deputy  of  the  Steward,  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  Lord  of 
the  faid  borough  and  manor,  in  ri^ht  of  his  Dutchy  of 
Cornwall." 

That  the  Counfel  for  the  petitioners,  Lord  Valletort  and 
}Mu"p  Kaflileigh,  Efq.  and  alfo  for  the  petitioners,  John 
tfhleigh,  Richard  Htnnah,  Samuel  Kicolls,  Nevel  Nor- 
iy,  and  Benjamin  Bloomfield,  on  behalf  of  themielvt-s  and 
tiers,  who  were  at  the  laft  election  lawful  electors  for  the 
t borough,  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  follows  : 
*  The  perfens  entitled  to  elect  the  Portreeve  of  thebo- 
toogh  of  Fowey,  are  thofe  who  are  capable  of  holding  that 
office,  that  is,  fuch  Prince's  tenants  only  as  have  been 
July  admitted  on  the  Court  rolls  of  the  manor  of  the  faid 
boreugh,  and  have  done  their  fealty,  and  fuch  perfons 
only  are  duly  admitted  whofe  lands  were  anciently,  and 
continue  to  be,  held  immediately  of  the  Duke  of  Corn- 
wall, as  parcel  of  his  faid  manor  of  the  faid  borough,  and 
irhofe  titles  to  thofe  lands  have  been  prefented  at  a  Court 
Baron  bv  a  fworn  homage,  or  jury  of  the  freeholders  of 
ht  faid  borough." 

That  the  faid  Select  Committf e,  having  duly  conGdered 
faid  ftatement s,  and  the  evidence  adduced  before  them 
ching  the  right  of  chufing,  nominating,  or  appointing, 
Returng  Officer  for  the  faid  borough  of  Fowey,  have  de- 
ained. 

That 
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That  the  Portreeve  of  the  borough  of  Fowey  is  the 
turning  Officer  for  the  faid  borough,  and  that  it  is  n< 
that  fuch  Returning  Officer  fhould  be  chofen  or  prefent 
a-  homage  or  jury  of  Prince's  tenant's,  duly,  admitted  on 
Court  rolls  of  the  manor  of  the  faid  borough,  and 
Prince's  tenants,  admitted  by  the  Steward,  or  Deputy 
ard,  at  a  Court  holden  in  the  faid  manor,  are  duly  admit! 
and  that  the  prefentment  of  the  homage  is  not  neceflaij 
fuch  admiffion  ;. 

That  the  faid  SetaX  Committee  have  alfo  determined, 
That  1  homas  Mein  was  the  proper  Returning  Offici 
the  late  election  for  Burgefles  to  ferve  in  Parliament  f< 
'  borough  of  Fowey ; 

And  alfo,    that   the  faid  Select.  Committee  have  < 
mined, 

f  That  the  right  honourable  Lord  Shuldham   is  not  dul 

turned  a  Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  " 
borough  of  Fowey,  in  the  county  of  Cornwall  ; 

And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Select  Committee  hare 
mined, 

That  Sir  Ralph  Payne  is  not  duly  returned  a  Burg* 
ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  far  the  faid  borough; 
And  alfo,    that   the   faid  Select  Committee  have 
mined, 

That  the  right  honourable  Lord  Valletort  is  duly 
Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the 
rough,  and  ought  to  have  been  returned  by  the  fak) 
Mein; 

And  alfo,    that  the  faid  Select  Committee    have 
mined, 

That  Philip  Rafhleivh,  Efq.    is  duly  defied  a  Bw 
ferve  in  this  preient  Parliament   for  the  faid  horoi 
ought  to  have  been  returned  by  the  faid  Thomas  M 

Tuefday^  Sib  March. 

No  particular  debate  arofe. 

Wednefdayy    tyh  March. 

The  Earl  of  Carysfort^  from  the  ^ele<5^  Commit 
were  appointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of 
tition  of  Charles  Mellifh  and  John  Anftruther, 
and  alfo,  the  petition  of  feveral  perfons,  whofe 
thereunto  fubfcribed,  being  freeholders  of  the  hotg 
Tenure  within  the  borough  of  PontefraS,  in  the  col 
York,  and,  as  fuch,  electors  of  members  to  ferve  m 
ment  for  the  faid  borough,  feverally  complaining  of 
due  ele&ion  and  return  for  the  faid  borough,  inioni 
Houfe. 
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That  it  appeared  to  the  faid  Select  Committee,  that  the 
)»rits  of  the  petition  did  wholly  depend  upon  the  right  of 
keclion ;  and  that,  therefore,  the  faid  Committee  required 
|k  counfel  for  the  feveral  parties  to  deliver,  to  the  clerk  of 
be  faid  Committee,  ftatements  in  writing  of  the  right  of 
ledion  for  which  they  refpediivcly  contended. 
1  That,  in  confequence  thereof,  tl*e  counfel  for  the  peti- 
pners,  Charles  MtHifh  and  John  Anftruther,  Lfquires ; 
Id  alfo,  for  the  petitioners,  the  freeholders  of  Burgage  Te- 
ire  within  the  borough  of  Pontefract,  in  the  county  of 

rk,  and,  as  fuch,  electors  of  members  to  ferve  in  Parlia-  • 
for  the  laid  borough,  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as  fol- 

'*  Statement  on  the  part  of  John  Anftruther  and  Charles 
|>MeIli(h,  Efquircs." 

fM  The  right  of  election  for  members  to  ferve  in  Parlia- 
ment fcr  the  borough  of  Pontefract,  in  the  county  o£ 
York,  is  in  perfons  having  within  the  faid  borough  a 
fcorgage  tenure,  paying  a  burgage  rent." 
(That  the  counfel  for  the  fitting  members,  John  Smyth 
I  William  Sotheron,  Efquires,  delivered  in  a  ftatement  as 
mows: 
p*  The  counfel  for  the  fitting  member?  ftate    . 

The  right  of  eleclion  for  the  borough  of  Pontefracl  to 
in  the  inhabitants  houftiolders  refiants." 
at,  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  in  by  the  counfel  for 
faid  feveral  petitioners,  the  faid  Select  Committee  have 

ined, 

hat  the  right  of  election,  as  fet  forth  in  the  faid  ftate- 

',  is  not  the  right  of  election  for  the  borough  of  Ponte- 

in  the  county  of  York. 

at  upon  the  ftatement  delivered  in  by  the  counfel  for 

fitting  members,  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  deter- 

9 

lat  the  right  of  eleflion,  as  fet  forth  in  the  ftatement,  is 

jfc  right  of  election  for  the  faid  borough  of  Pontefract. 
That  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  alfo  determined, 
riTiat  John  Smyth,  Efquire,  is  duly  elected  a  burgsfs  to 
hre  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Pontefract, 
ftfae  county  of  York  ; 
"Ind  alfo,  that  the  faid  Select  Committee,  have  determined,       * 

bat  William  Sotheron,  Efquire,  is  duly  elefled  a  burgefj 
t ferve  in  this   prefent  Parliament  for  the  faid  borough  of 
tefraa. 

Ir.  Chancellor  Pitt  prefented  a  bill,  "  for  applying  to  the  Mr.  Pitt* 
l>lic  fervice  the  fum  of  500,0001  out  of  the  balance  re- 
aming in  the  Bank  of  England,  from  fums  iflued  for  the  < 
fcwavment  of  dividends  on  account  of  the  national  debt,  and 
X                                                                    "  for 
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€i  for  fecuring  the  punctual  payment  qf  dividends  on  accourt 
"  of  the  National  Debt,  and  for  fecuring  the  punclu.il  paij 
"  ment  of  any  arrears  of  dividends,  whenever  the  famef 
*•  be  demanded. 

The  fame  was  read  for  the  firft  time. 

Colonel  Macleod  rofe  and  obferved   he  had  a  motion  I 
make  which  he  was  very  happy  to  learn  would  not  be  opp 
from  any  quarter.     The  Houfe  would  recolle£r,  that  wtt 
an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Hippefley  was  prevented,! 
indifpofition,    from  attending  in   his  place,    he  had 
another   honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Taylor)   to  read 
fpeech,  but  gentlemen   would  remember  that  there  was  I 
much  uoife  and  confufion  in  the  Houfe  at  the  time,  that| 
was  abfolutely  impoffible  to  hear  the  greater  part  of  whatt 
uttered,  and  this  was  his  apology  for  not  having  inftan 
taken  notice  of  a  very  fingular  paffage  in  that  fpeech. 
had  fince  been  published  in  all  the  papers,  and  he  would  I 
'tave  to  read  the  paffage  to  which  he  alluded.     The  Colo 
then  read  that  part  from  the  Annual  Regifter  of  1783, 
particularly  mentioned  that  400  beautiful  women  had  I 
maffacred,  and  fuffered  every  fpecies  of  torture  from 
Britifh  troops,  at  the  ftorm  of  Ananpore.     The  Colonel! 
clared  he  could  aflure  tl>e  Houfe,  upon  his  honour,  that  I 
calumny  had  not  the  fhadow  of  truth  for  its  foundation; 
that  nothing  of  the  kind  had  ever  happened.     Buthattj 
taken  pains  to  come  at  the  fad>,  he  found  that  a  Bombay  oi 
cer  of  the  name  of  Sheen,  had  been  fond  of  writing  1 
of  every  kind  to  his  friends,  who  alfo  publifhed  theoi, 
haps  with  improvements ;  that  there  was  another  officer  J 
the  Bombay  army,  who  was  very  fond  of  that  fpecies o£lT 
called  humbug,  and  he  had  written  this  curious  account! 
order  to  take  in  Mr.  Sheen.     There  was  an  officer  nowiftj 
gallery  who  headed  the  ftorming  party  (here  the  i>p 
called  him  to  order).     He  begged  pardon  (he  faid)  he  i 
Mr.  Tinen,  who*  could,  if  neceffary,  be  called  to  the! 
and  there  was  alfo  a  full  explanation  of  this  affair,  which  I 
been  received  from  all  the  furviving  officers  at  Booibayf  J 
was  now  at  the  India  Houfe.     It  was  that  paper  for  whicfc| 
meant  to  move.     The  Houfe  would  naturally  forgive  his^ 
iety  on  this  fubjeel  when  they  were  informed  that  thei  - 
who  commanded  at  the  fiegs  of  Ananpore  was  Lieuto 
Colonel  Campbell,  his  mott  intimate  friend,  who  had  < 
tinguiihed  himfeJf  to  nobly  by  his  gallant  defence  of  M 
lore,  and  the  officer  who  commanded  the  ftorming  party  1 
his  near  relation,  and  the  troops  employed  were  the  regiT 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  raife  and  to  command  for  foi 
years.     He  had  fuch  a  confidence  in  the  juftice  of  the  I 
ot  Common-,  that  he  wms  fure  they  would  not  let  fol 
-  a  cjIob 
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i   a  calumny  obtain  a  moments  credit,  when  he  had  the  refu- 

;   tation  fo  completely  in  his  power ;  and  he  was  happy  to  fay 

(what  in  candour  he  was  bound   to  declare)  that  he  had  re* 

ceived  a  letter  from  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Hippelley) 

expreffing  his  warmeft  defire  to  have  juftice  done  to  the  army 

in  India,  and  that  had  he  been  able,  he  would  have  come 

down  to  fecond  the  motion  himfelf.     The  Houfe,  he  hoped, 

would  think  that  fomething  was  due  to  the  characters  of  the 

officers  who  had  died  in  the  public  fervice,  and  to  thofe  who 

'  wtre  now  employed  upon  fervice  again  ft  Tippoo  Sultan.     The 

1  Colonel  therefore  moved  for  a  "  copy  of  a   letter  from  the 

!  officers  of  the  Bombay  detachment."     Ordered. 

The  following. is  an  exa&  copy  of  the  letter  alluded  to 
|  by  Colonel  Macleod  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  fpeech : 

I         "  SIR, 

J  "  Grofvenor-fircet,  qtb  March  1791." 

i  cc  I  am  extremely  obliged  to  you  for  the  candour  of  your 
F  communication  ;  and  am  to  regret  that  I  am  ftill  unable  to 
rattmd  my  duty  in  the  Houfe,  where  I  might  have  had  an  op- 
r  portunity  of  replying  to  any  obfervation*  you  might  make  on 
L'the  ftatement  read  by  Mr.  Taylor  at  my  defire. 

"  I  was  much  hurt  at  the  typographical  error  in  the  Newf- 
^aper  Report,  of  "  Medows"  inftead  of  "Mathews;" 
y*  and  immediately  requefted  it  might  be  corrected;  though 
l'the  context  itfelf  in  fait  offered  that  correction. 

"  The  reference  to  Annampore  and  Bidenore  was  dated 
Lon  the  authority  of  the  Annual  Regifter  of  1783,  (-and  that 
!  authority  exprefly  given).  At  Annampore,  indeed,  no  im- 
putation falls  to  the  officer  who  commanded,  who  is  prefumed 
f(even  if  the  fa&  ftated  had  been  true)  to  have  had  no  power 
lof  checking  the  Sepoys;  nor  was  it  till  this  morning  that  I 
'learned,  from  yourfelf,  that  any  European  force  had  been 
^employed  in  the  ftorm  of  that  place.— At  Bidenore,  the  whole 
.imputation  is,  by  the  fame  authority,  cad  on  the  unfortunate 
^officer  who  is  now  no  more. 

J     *  The  inference  meant  to  be  drawn  from  this  ftatement 
was,    that  from   whatever  caufes  thefe  events  origninated, 
'Tippoo  Sultan  would  naturally  feek  revenge,  and  that,  pro- 
bably, not  meafured  with  much  equitable  di (crimination  ! 

u  Thefe  are  the  only  points  on  which  I  think  it  neceflary 
'to  explain  myfelf,  and  to  ohferve,  that  the  ftatement  was  go- 
verned by  the  evidence  of  hiftory,  concurring  with  other  re- 
'  ports,  that  I  cannot  at  this  diftance  of  time  immediately  trace. 
It  was  not-  till  this  day  that  1  had  ever  heard  that  the  rela- 
tion of  the  officer  quoted  by  the  Annual  Regifter,  flood  con- 
'tradi&ed  by  the  much  weightier  teftimony  of  the  officers  pre- 
fait;  1  think  it  therefore  highly  incumbent  on  me  to  fay,  that 
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it  is  with  infinite  fatisfa&ion  I  look  to  the  purport  of  your 
motion;  and  could  I  attend  the  Houfe,  I  certainly  fliouU 
have  requefted  to  be  permitted  to  fecond  it :  as  I  mail  be  de- 
nied that  gratification,  I  will  truft,  Sir,  that  you  will  do  me 
the  juftice  to  ftate,  that  fuch  are  my  fentiments. 

"  However  we  may  differ  on  the  general  queftibn,  I  am 
fure  we  perfectly  agree  rn  our  conviflion  of  the  honour  and 
valour  of  our  armies  in  India;  and  here,  Sir,  you  will  permit 
me  to  exprefc  the  juft  fenfe  I  have  ever  entertained  of  the  zeal 
and  ability  of  your  own  perfonal  exertions,  during  the  period; 
of  your  command  in  the  Eaft. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
"  With  great  efteem, 
«  SIR, 
cc  Your  very  obedient  fervant, 

«  J.  C.  HIPPESLEY. 
«  Colonel  Norman  Macleod,  bfc.  &c* 

Mr.  Mr.  Taylor  faid,  the  fpeech  of  his  honourable  friend  hi 

Taylor,  been  put  into  his  hands,  and  the  Houfe  well  knew  he  hal 
read  it  from  the  MS.  As  to  the  fad  complained  of  as  a  aufi 
reprefentation,  he  fhould  be  glad  to  be  fet  right  refpeiQing  it; 
he  was  ignorant  of  it,  as  he  could  not  be  fuppofed  to  knofi 
as  much  of  military  t  ran  fa  61  ions  in  India  as  the  honourably 
Colonel,  but  lie  had  read,  in  the  Annual  Regifter  of  17ft] 
an  account  of  ill  conduit  at  An  nan  pore,  like  that  fhtedbj 
his  honourable  friend ;  fure  he  was  however  that  his  homw* 
able  friend  would  be  as  happy  as  himfelf  in  being  fet  tigb^ 
and  in  having  juftice  done  to  General  Mathews's  army. 

Major  Scott  obferved,  that  as  he  had  been  concerned  in 
former  part  of  this  bufinefs,  he  begged  leave  to  ftate  wbatl 
knew  of  it.  The  calumny  to  which  the  honourable  Colo* 
alluded,  and  which  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Taytof 
had  read  in  a  preceding  debate,  was  originally  publiibed  m 
two  books,  the  Annual  Regifter,  and  tl\e  New  Annual  ft 
gifter.  As  foon  as  thefe  publications  got  to  India,  tbey  vet 
naturally  made  a  great  noife,  and  all  the  officers  who  fa 
vived  the  chance  of  war,  and  the  imprifonment  which  en&p 
in  the  dominions  of  Tippoo  Sultan,  wrote  a  letter,  accomf* 
nied  by  a  full  ftatement  of  the  feveral  operations  of  the  c  " 
paign  to  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Bombay,  with  a  i* 
queft  that  it  might  be  fent  to  England,  in  order  to  iptrie* 
their  characters  in  the  opinion  of  their  countrymen.  Tl 
Major  faid,  he  moved  in  a  very  full  Court  of  Proprietors tfcj 
this  vindication  fhould  be  publi/hed,  and  trie  motion  paw 
unanirnoufty  above  three  years  ago,  fo  that  he  had  hoped* 
:man  living  entertained -a  doubt  that  the  whole  ftory  was* 
infamous  calumny.  One  of  the  books  in  which  it  was  i* 
Jferted,  the  New  Annual  Regifter,  had  in  1789  published**! 

hooourabM 
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honourably  and  freely  a  declaration,  that  they  had  been  de- 
ceived and  milled,  Shortly  making  every  reparation  in  their 
power  for  -the  injuflice  they  had  unintentionally  committed. 
The  other,  the  Annual  Regifter,  had  been  totally  filent,  and 
from  that  publication  the  extract  alluded  to  in  the  fpeech,  read 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Taylor)  was  taken  ;  but 
the  Major  (aid,  he  trufted  the  motion  now  made  would  clear 
up  the  matter  to  the  fatisfa&ion  of  every  man  in  England. 
The  nofction  paffed.     The  Houfe  adjourned , 

Tburfday,   10th  March. 

A  peti  (ion  of  feveral  houfeholders  within  the  cities  of  Lon- 
don and  Weftminfter,  for.  themfelves  and  others,  was  pre- 
fented  to  the  Houfe,  and  read ;  fetting  forth,  that  divers 
evil  practices  have  been  carried  on  by  perfons  falfely  aflum- 
ing  the  names  and  charafters  of  matters,  miftreffes,  and  em- 
ployers of  menial  fervants  of  both  fexes,  and  by  forging 
and  counterfeiting  certificates  of  their  characters  from  fuch 
matters,  miftrefles,  and  employers,  to  the  manifeft  detriment 
not  only  of  fuch  mailers,  miftrefles,  and  employers,  thereby 
impofed  on,  but  alfo  to  the  prejudice  of  all  good  and  faithful 
fervants,  who  are  deferving  of  being  diftinguifhed  from  thofe 
of  bad  charaders,  and  of  being  folely  employed;  and  that 
the  petitioners  have  great  reafon  to  believe  many  robberies 
hav$  been  committed  by  fervants  who  have  been  thus  hired, 
and  that  fuch  evil  pra&ices  are  the  chief  fource  from  which 
the  many  houfe  robberies,  committed  in  and  near  the  metro- 
polis, as  well  as  in  other  places,  do  arife,  and  they  are  in-  - 
formed  that  the  laws  nojv  in  being  do  not  extend  to  punifh 
the  evils  complained  of,  and  conceive,  that  if  a  law  was 
made  to  put  a  flop  to  fuch  pernicious  evils,  it  would  be  of 
great  benefit  to  the  community  in  general,  and  have  a  ftrong 
tendency  to  reform  the  morals  and  behaviour  of  fervants 
throughout  the  kingdom ;  and  therefore  requefting  the  at- 
tention of  the  Houfe  to  the  evils  complained  of,  and  that 
they  will  make  fuch  provjfions  for  remedying  the  fame  as  to 
the  Houfe  (hall  feem  meet. 

The  Houfe  being  informed,  that  Mr.  Morton  (from  the 
Directors  of  the  Eaft-  India  Company)  attended  at  the  door, 
he  was  called  in ;  and,  at  the  bar,  prefented  to  the  Houfe, 
purfuant  to  their  order, 

Copy  of  a  letter  from  fundry  officers  of  the  Bombav  eftab- 
lifliment,  to  the  Governor  and  Council  of  that  Preudency, 
dated  the  15th  February,  1787,  together  with  a  paper  m- 
clofed  therein,  entitled,  "  A  Vindication  of  the  Conduft  of 
u  the  Englifh  forces  employed  in  the  late  war,  under  the 
"  command  of  Brigadier  General  Mathews,  againft  the  Na- 
,{  bob  TippoD  Sultan.'1 

3  X  a  x  And 
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And  the  faid  paper  was  read,  as  follows : 

"  Extract  of  Bombay  Public  Confutations,  the  i^th  Fe- 
bruary, 1787. 

"  Read  a  letter  as  follows,  from  the  Officers  who  ferve4 
under  the  late  Brigadier  General  Mathews,  on  the  Southern 
expedition,  accompanying  a  vindication  of  certain,  parts  of 
their  conduct,  from  afperfions  thrown  thereon  bp  a  variety 
of  publications  in  England. 

"  Honourable  Sir,  and  Sirs, 
*'  A  due  regard  for  our  own  characters,  and  the  honour  of 
the  establishment  to  which  we  belong,  make  it  incumbent 
,  upon  us  (the  Officers  employed  under  Brigadier  General  Mat- 
thews) to  juftifyourfelves  from  thegrofs  atyerfions  which  have; 
been  thrown  upon  us  in  England,  for  our  conduct  on  the 
Southern  fervice,  in  a  variety  of  publications,  hut  particularly 
in  the  New  Annual  Regifter,  for  the  year  1784. 

"  We  therefore  beg  leave  to  fubmit  the  accompanying' 
narrative  of  facts  to  your  honourable  Board,  which  we  "hum- 
bly lequeft  you  will  forward  to  our  honourable  Matters  br 
the  (hip  under  difpatch  ;  and  hope  you  will  be  pleafed  to  re- 
commend it  to  them  to  publifh  it  by  their  own  authority.  1 
u  We  truft  that  the  honourable  the  Court  of  Diredlors 
will  have  as  great  a  fatisfadtion  in  affording  us  that  juftice, 
as  we  know  your  honourable  Board  will  experience  in  being 
inftrumental  to  it.  •       ■  -  « 

"  We  have  the  honour  to  be, 

"  with  the  utmoft  refpect, 
"  Honourable  Sir,  and  Sirs, 
Bombay^  c6  Your  mod  obedient  and 

15/A  Feb.  1787.  "  mod  humble  fer van ts, 

JOHN  5AM.  TORRIANQ,  Major. 

Captains.  W.  H.  Blachford, 
Tames  Panton, 

].  C.  Sartorius,  Lieutenants. 

l^aniel  Carpenter,  James  Paterfon, 

John  Lampard,  William  Williamfon, 

C.  H.  Wittman,  Thomas  Fyfe, 

F.  W.  Bellis,  Francis  Cheeke, 
John  Wifeman,  lames  Rattray, 
Henry  Oakefs,              "  John  James, 

G.  W .  Mignon,  K  ichard  Cooke, 
William  Home,  Richard  Seale, 

John  Mac  Donald,  J?nn  Hull, 

ofeph  Bland,  Thomas  Grummont, 

acob  Thcmpfon,  James  Bat  rd, 

Samuel 
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■mud  Thompfon,  '  Enfignu  s 

wnuel  Wilfon,  William  Eaft, 

tehard  Budden,  Archibald  Spens, 

gtfar  Sutton,    '  John  Skelton,       ( 

ichard  Dootan,  Wjlliam  Morris, 

bomas  Hooke,  Charles  Lonfdale, 

Sremy  Ward,  E.  Birch  jGillmer, 

k  E.  W.  Foreman^ 

Practitioner  Engineers*  James  Gilkie, 

ralentine  Munbee,  David  Price, 

neorge  Goddard.  Lancelot  Reed, 

John  Alfagar, 

i  Lieutenant  Firewtrkcru  feobert  Gordon, 

fcotnas  Walton,  Matthew  B rattan, 

kxander  Torriano,  Conftantine  O'Donnel, 

(hn  Griffith.  John  Charles  Sheen. 

ft  Vindication  of  the  Cpnd,u6l  of  the  Englilh  Forces  em- 
ployed in  the  Jate  War,  under  the  command  of  Brigadier 
General  Mathews,  againft  the  Nabob  Tippoo  Sultan. 

Several  mifreprefentations  having  appeared  in  the  New 
inal  Kegifter  for  the  year  1784,  which  refledfc  the  higheft 
ur  on  the  King's  and  Company's  forces  who  ferved  in 
late   war  on  the  weftern  fide  of  India,  under  Brigadier 
ral  Mathews,  againft  the  Nabob  Tippoo  Sultan  ;  we, 
\  funriving  officers  in  the  honourable  the  Eaft-lndia  Com- 
er's iervice,  judge  it  neceflary,  in  vindication  of  our  con- 
jar,  to   point  them  out,  and  to  relate  the  real  matters  of* 

P»  Various  letters  and  paragraphs  of  the  fame  tendency 
be  formerly  publiihed  in  the  papers,  which  we  naturally 
teluded  would  have  been  contradi£ted  by  thofe  officers  who 
llarvived  their  imprifonment,  and  returned  to  their  native 
Intry  ;  bat  as  we  find  they  have  hitherto  pafled  unnoticed, 
^  have  been  attempted  to  be  handed  down  to  pofterity,  evi- 
Stly  to  brand  with  infamy  the  conduft  of  the  army,  by 
Bg  inferted  in  a  publication  confidered  in  general  authentic, 
iefleetn  them  worthy  our  moft  ferious  attention,  particu- 
\f  a*  the  editors  have  derived  their  information  from  let- 
JT  laid  to  J>e  written  by  two  officers  of  the  Bombay  eftab- 
prtent.  We,  however,  hope,  by  a  candid  relation  of  , 
£*,  to  efface  every  injurious  impreffion  which  thefe  mifre- 
Emtations  may  have  (lamped  upon  the  minds  of  the 
die. 

i  We  think  any  exordium  un neceflary,  and  (hall  therefore 
peejd  to  contradiA  fpch  parts  of  the  Annual  Regifter,  un- 
ghe  head  of  Britifh  and  Foreign  Hiftory,  as  materially 
bern  us,  quoting  each  paragraph. 

Page 
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Page  96.   "The  campaign  of   1783  was  opened 
"  kingdom  of  Gauara,  by.  Brigadier  General  Mathews*  j 
**  the  ftorm  of  Onore,  on  the  5th  of  January. 

**  The  drama  commenced  upon  this  occafion  in  a  1 
"  worthy  of  the  events  that  were  to  follow.  Not 
"  was  given  by  the  victorious  Englifh;  every  man  th 
"  was  put  to  the  fword  n 

u  On  the  evening  of  the  4th  of  January,  a  pr 
breach  being  made,  General  Mathews  fent  in  a  flag  of  t 
fummoning  the  garrifon  to  furrender,  and  warning  tin 
lahdaur  of  the  fatal  confequences  that  would  enfntj 
ftood  a  ftorm,  at  the  fame  time  offering  him  fave 
terms.  The  offers  were  rejefied  ;  the  breach  was  f 
the  next  day  at  noon,  and,  according  to  the  rules  of  \ 
who  continued  in  arms,  or  made  any  refiftance,  re 
quarter ;  but  we  folemnly  declare,  that  as  foon  as  1 
was  demanded,  it  was  granted  ;  and  hone  but  thofe  1 
ftinately  refifted,  felt  the  effects  of  our  fuperionty. 
number  of  the  enemy  killed  and  wounded  did  not* 
three  hundred  and  fifty  ;  fome  few  made  their  efc 
upwards  of  two  thou  fa  nd  were  taken  prifoners. 
Oakes,  who  commanded  a  party  that  was  detached  lod 
the  retreat  of  the  enemy  acrofs  the  river,  gave  qu 
eight  hundred  and  twelve  of  tbem  the  inftant  it  wasi 
ed,  and  would  nor  permit  one  of  them  to  be  i 
though,  by  tfie  cuftom  of  war,  in  the  prefent 
was  certainly  allowable. 

u  The  whole  of  the  prifoners,  except  three  of  the  | 
officers,  being  fir  ft  di  farmed,  werereleafed  the  nexti 
permitted  to  go  where  they  chofe,  and  allowed  to] 
with  them  their  private  property.  The  wounded 
ceived  into  our  hofpitals ;  were  attended  and  cured  | 
European  furgeons,  and  their  afBftants,  and  afterwa 
niitted  to  go  to  their  own  homes. 
.  Page  96.  c*  Upon  this  occafion  we  beg  leave  to  1 
11  three  lines  from  the  private  letter  of  one  of  the* 
"  concerned  in  the  expedition.  The  carnage  (fats! 
"  great ;  we  trampled  thick  on  the  dead  bodies  til 
"  ltrewed  in  the  way.  It  was  rather  (hocking  tohu 
u  hut  fuch  are  only  fecondary  confiderations  ;  and  I 
"  dier,  whofe  hofom  glows  with  heroic  glory, 
"  thought  accidents  of  courfe.  His  zeal  makes  hit 
"  after  farther  victory." 

"  Thefe  lines  were  extrafled  from  a  letter  fatd  to  I 
ten  by  Enfign  Hubbard.     At  the  period  this  youn_ 
bofom  "  glowed  with  heroic  glory,**  it  is  well  know*] 
Rationed  at  a  fmall  fort  called  Compton,  fevera! 
tant  from  the  fcene  of  atUon,  and  did  not  join  thf 
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\  the  redufiiori  of  Hydernagur.  As  this  young  gentleman 
[dead,  we  {hall  make  no  farther  comment  upon  his  extra- 
hdinary  epiftle* 

I  Page  96.     "  In  the  fortrefs  of  Onore  were  found  fums  of 
money  to  an   unknown  amount,  befides  jewels  and  dia- 
monds.    A  confiderable  part  of  this  appears  to  have  been 
rfecwred  as  private  plunder  hy  General  Mathews:  the  com- 
plaints of  the  military  were  loud;  ,they  thought,  and  natn- 
fally,  that  the  acquifition  of  riches  was  the  fair  and  rea- 
~  rnable  confequence  of  the  perpetration  of  bloodshed." 
There  were  many  vague  reports  of  money  being  found  in 
re,  but  as  they  were  never  confirmed,  the  army  could 
nor  even  didthey,  murmur  at  being  deprived  of  what 
r  exifted ;  confequently  the  inference,  which  the  candid 
tors  have  been  pleafed  to  draw,  muft  of  courfe  fall  to  the 
and. 

Hge  97.  u  The  Englifti  had,  however,  already  obtained 
con  hderable  reputation  by  their  executions;  and  the  ufe 
f  the  bayonet,  the  moft  fatal  inftrument  of  war,  and 
hich  was  employed  by  them  on  all  occafions,  created  fo 
Ktreme  a  terror  in  the  enemy,  as  to  enable  them  to  fur- 
tount  this  otherwife  impregnable  defile." 
jThis  mode  of  relating  the  circum fiance  carries  with  it  a 
Hg  tmpreffion  of  cruelty.  The  bayonet  was  certainly 
I,  and  it  was  abfolutely  neceffary,  being  confidered  tlie 
i  fpeedy  and  effectual  means  of  executing  the  orders  of 
Commander  in  Chief,  to  diflodge  the  enemy  from  their 
»g  holds  in  the  Ghauts,  the  natural  ftrength  of  which 
been  considerably  added  -toby  ftrong  batteries,  redoubts, 
;  and  as  the  numerous  foe  (hewed  every  appearance  of 
ding  them,  the  Britifh  troops  of  courfe  ufed  -the  arms 
were  provided  with,  and  their  exertions  were  attended 
the  wiflied-fbr  fuccefs.  .  But  there  was  no  wanton  or 
effary  efrufion  of  blood. 
Sage  97.  "  The  wealth  of  this  metropolis  (Hydernagur) 
n  gold  alone,  is  varioufly  reprefented.  By  the  accounts 
if  Bombay,  it  was  ftated  only  at  175,0001. ;  but  the  offi- 
cers concerned  in  the  expedition  ftated  it  as  amounting  to 
^200,0001.  or  1,920,0001.  It  muft  be  remembered  that 
fi\%  was  only  public  treafure;  the  private  property  that 
vas  feized  on  by  the  army,  exclufive  of  this  fum,  was 
toubtlefs  confiderable.  The  treafure  was  at  firft  fliewn 
Sry  the  General  to  his  officers,  and  declared  to  belong  to  the 
my.  He  afterwards  received  new  light  upon  the  fub- 
£t,  and  informed  them  that  it  a&ualljr  belonged  to  the 
ahotnetan  Governor  of  the  place,  and  was  Tecured  to 
by  the  terms  of  the  furrender. 

€€   If 
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u  If  the  army  were  difcontented  with  the  felfiJh  and  i 
"  refted  conduct  of  their  Commander  at  Onore,  their 
u  pleafare  at  this  new  inftance  of  the  fame  kind  was  bs 
"  lefs  and  extreme :  Colonel  Macleod  put  himfelf  at  the 
u  of  the  malcontents  ;  and  the  controverfy  grew  to  fo< 
"  a  length,  that  this  officer,  together  with  fome  of  the 
u  pal  people  in  the  army,  quitted  Hydernagur,  and 
"  to  Bombay.  The  bittereft  recriminations  betweea 
**  General  and  bis  officers  fucceeded  this  event ;  the " 
"  charged  General  Mathews  with  a  fpirit  of  pecufa 
€<  equally  fuperior  to  lhame,  and  incapable  of  fotiety* 
€t  General,  in  return,  declared  of  his  whole  army,  that 
**  had  done  every  thing  that  was  difrefpe&ful  and  inji 
«*  to  him;  that  order  and  difcipline  were  at  an  end 
"  that  the  foldiery,  encouraged  by  the  pradHceof 
4t  cers,  were  become  loofe  and  unfeeling  as  the  moil 
**  tious  freebooters.1* 

u  It  is  not  poffible  to  afcertain  the  exa&  fum,  but 
lieve  about  18  lacks  of  pagodas  (8oo,oool.)  together 
quantity  of  jewels,  were  found  at  Hydernagur.  A  i 
t>f  this  treafure  was  undoubtedly  the  property  of  die 
and  the  army  were,  no  doubt,  much  diflatisfied  at 
prived  of  their  right,  yet  this  difcontent  never  retan 
public  fervice.  Owiog  to  the  embarraffed  fituation 
Company's  affairs,  a  great  part  of  the  army  were  agl 
months  in  arrears  ;  and  at  that  time  even  their  current 
ly  fubfiftence  was  not  paid  them,  yet  they  readily  u 
every  fatigue, and  yielded  at  all  times  implicit  obedience 
Commander  in  Chief:  the  rapid  fuccefs  of  the  troops 
evinces  that  order  and  difcipline  were  not  at  an  end.  Col 
Macleod  and  Homberftone  were  the  only  gentlemen  a 
the  principal  people  in  the  army  who  quitted  Hyderflj 
and  returned  to  Bombay.  It  is  very  evident  the  credit 
the  beled  Committee  of  Bombay  gave  to  General 
charges  again  ft  the  army,  hy  appointing  Colonel 
{the  officer  who  had  complained  again  ft  him)  to  fi 
him  in  the  command.  The  editor's  information 
the  private  plunder  feized  by  the  army  is  totally  ^ 
The  ft rideft  orders  were  ifiued,  prohibiting  private 
and  we  know  of  no  inftance  of  their  being  difobeyed ; 
not  pretend  to  aflert  that  the  army  was  totally  imi 
nor  can  it  be  fat  d  there  ever  was  an  army,  even  in  Ei 
in  any  other  quarter  of  the  globe,  wholly  blamelefs : 
few  irregularities  and  extravagancies  might  have  been 
mined  by  individuals  among  the  foldiery;  hut  fofcf 
having  been  encouraged  in  the  practice  of  them  by  th 
tocers*  we  iblernnty  declare  we  difcountenanced  every 
Ct  the  k«nd  which  came  to  our  knowledge. 
i 
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Page  97.     c<  From  Hydernagur,  General  Mathews  fent 
lt  out  various  detachments  for  the  forts  in  the  inland  coun- 

*  try  ;  and  upon  the  coafts  of  the  former  the  principal  was 

*  Annanpour.     The  expedition  again  ft  this  place  was  com- 

*  mantled  by  Major  Campbell.  When  a  practicable  breach 
c   was  eflfefted,  orders  were  iffued  for  a  ftorm,  and  no  quar- 

*  ter.      They  were  received  with  alacrity,  and  put  in  exe-> 

*  cur  ion  without  delay.     Every  man  in  the  place  was  put 

*  to  the  fword,  except  one  horfeman,  who  made  his  efcape, 

*  after  being  wounded  in  three  different  places.  The  wotnen, 
5*  unwilling  to  be  feparated  from  their  relations,  or  expofed 
j1  to  the  brutal  licentioufnefs  of  the  foldiery,  threw  them- 
f  /elves  in  multitudes  into  the  moats  with  which  the  fort 
P  was  furrounded.  Four  hundred  beautiful  women,  pierced 
^  with  the  bayonet,  and  expiring  in  one  another's  arms, 
f  were  in  this  fituation  treated  by(  the  Britifti  with  every 

*  kind  of  outrage. — For  this  conduct,  the  troops,  however, 
I-  we  are  told,  afterwards  received  a  reprimand." 

***  This  extract  is  taken  from  a  letter,  faid  to  be  written  by 
ufign  John  Charles  Sheen,  and   affixed  to  Captain  Oakes  s 
Narrative*     Mr.  fcheen,  fince  the  publication  of  it,  having 
jen  addrefled  by  that  gentleman  on  the  fubjeS,  replied  in 
irfe  words,  a  1  he  bufinefs  of  Annanpour  is  greatly  exag- 
gerated, and  contrary  to  what   I  wrote  home,  together 
•.with  the  whole  of  the  Appendix/     As  I  never  commented 
\  upon  it  myfelf,  it  is  impofllble  that  I  can  be  accountable 
'for  what  the  printer  chofe  to  publifh,  without  my  know- 
ledge or  confent." — The  crcumftances  attending  the  Cege 
"~  Annanpour  are  as  follows  : 
**   After  the  reduction  of  Hyd^rn.igur,  Capt.  McCulloch 
ing  received  an  anfwer  ftam  Hyat  Saib  to  the  Killahdaur 
Annanpour,  to  deliver  up  the  fort  to  him,  marched  thither 
.command  of  the  35th  battalion  of  fepoys,  and  on  his  arri- 
fent  in  a  flag  of  truce,  with  a  Jemmadaur  and  two  of 
at  Saib's  Hircarrahs,  and  demanded  the  fur  render  of  the 
This  flag  was  violated  by  the  detention  of  the  people, 
3  no  anfwer  was  given.     A  fecond  flag,  with  a  Soubadar 
A  two  Havildars,  was  fent  in,  to  know  the  reafon  of  that 
illation,  demanding  the  releafe  of  the  officer,  and  an  anfwer 
k  the  fummons  fir  ft  fent  them.     This  flag  was  likewife  de- 
igned, and  no  reply  fent.     An  old  woman  belonging  to  the 
bee  was  fhortly  alter  charged  with  a  letter  to  the  Killahdaur 
|the  fort,  to  demand  the  return  of  the  flags  of  truce,  re- 
bonftrating  again  ft   the  proceedings  of  the  garrifon,    and 
Ireatening  them  with  the  confequences  of  the   violation* 
Ims  brought  back  a  written  anfwer  in  the  Canara  language, 
jfiich  contained  a  defiance.     All  the  officers  and  men  who 
Vol.  XXVIII,  3  Y  accom- 
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accompanied  the  flags  of  truce  were  dripped  of  their  clothes,  | 
and  fent  in  irons  as  prifoners  to  Simoga  (a  fort  forty -two  J 
miles  diftant.)     Information  of  thefe  circumftances  being  few 
to  the  General,  a  reinforcement  was  ordered  to  march,  coofj 
lifting  of  His  Majefty's  43d  and  100th  regiments,  part  of  th 
98th  regiment,  and  the  2d  grenadier  battalion  of  fepoysvniq 
fome  guns,  to  make  a  regulat   attack  upon  the  place, 
breach  was  foon  effe&ed  ;  the  43d  regiment  and  2d  gretia 
battalion  ftormed ;  the  100th  regiment,  and  i5thbattal 
were  polled  to  cut  off  the  retreat ;  and  the  98th  regio 
guarded  the  encampment.     Major  Campbell,  in  complu 
with  the  orders  he  received  from  the  Commander  in  Q 
gave  particular  and  repeated  directions  to  take  none  prifoi 
who  bore  arms,  and  perfonally  reprimanded  fome  of  thel 
ficers  for  not  feeing  thofe  orders  rigidly  executed.    On  f 
occafion,  between  two  and  three  hundred  of  the  enemy  1 
killed  and  wounded ;  the  latter  were  taken  the  greateftcattfl 
in  our  own  hofpitals  ;  and  when  cured,  were  exchanged  for  < 
officers  and  men  who  had  t«en  treacheroufly  taken  witht 
flags  of  truce.     The  ftory  of  the  four  hundred  women  jtJ 
falfe   as  it  is  infamous,  and   worthy  only  the  fabricator^ 
There  was  but  one  woman  unfortunately  killed,  and  ano "" 
wounded,  and  thefe  cafualties  happened  by  mereaccideo 
Two  children  were  like  wife  accidentally  wounded  iuthec 
fufion  of  the  ftorm. 

"  1  he  fr verity  this  garrifon  was  treated  with,  wasenti 
owing  to  their  having  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  lawi 
nations  and  of  the  rules  oCvvar,  which  every  Power  throofl 
ought  Htndoftan  have  a  thorough  knowledge  of. 

c*  There  are  a  variety  of  other  mifreprefentations  ofl 
to  the  Public,  through  the  fame  channel;  but  we  fhalli 
take  the  trouble,  or  do  we  think  it  worth  our  while,  to< 
into  a  refutation  of  every  particular  one.     Our  prefent 
is  to  convince  the  world,  that  during  our  refidence  int 
diftant  clime,  we  have  not  forfeited  every  title  to  the  feel's 
of  humanity. 

<c  We  were  ordered  into  the  Canara  country  to  draw " 
poo  Saib  from  the  Carnatic,  where  he  had    been  ravag 
with  unrelenting  barbarity  from  the  commencement  of  J 
war,  reducing  large  and  populous  cities  and  villages  to  2 
plundering  the  inhabitants,  dellroying  the  appearance  t 
agriculture,  and,  to  fill  up  the  meafure  of  his  cruelty,  <* 
ing  the  unfortunate  wretches  to  diftant  and  uncultivated] 
of  his  own  empire,  there  to  toil  under  the  heavy  I 
power  and  oppreflion.     Let  his  advocates'aoiong  oar< 
trymen  contemplate  this  picture,  and  compare  it  with  t 
we  have  impartially  drawn  of  qur  con  dud  againft  his  <" 
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nions, — then  let  them  blufli  at  declaring  the  fufferings  which 
we  endured  were  "  juft  and  merited." 

11  We  beg  it  may  be  remembered,  that  retaliation  was  not 
theobjed  of  General  Mathewy's  campaign ;  thofe  who  ferved 
under  him  ailed  like  men  who,  while  they  were  doing  their 
duty,  forgot  not  the  calls  of  humanity,  but  lamented  that 
the  horrors  of  war  fhould  have  involved  the  innocent  with 
the  guilty.  The  foldier  muft  pay  implicit  obedience  to  the 
?oice  th?t  command*  him,  however  the  feelings  of  the  man 
may  be  afle&ed. 

a  When  opppfition  ceafed  we  gladly  embraced  the  favour- 
ijAJe  moment,  and  were  happy  at  all  tirrjes,  confiftent  with 
^begood  of  the  fervice  and  our  own  fafety,  to  (hew  compaf- 
$on  to  the  vanquished. 

L  "  It  has,  in  fome  degree,  anfwefed  the  purpofe  of  a  fa  ft  ion, 
jproiflead  the  minds  of  the  Public,  by  the  grofleft  flanders 
j$p  the  Servants  of  the  Company.  The  editors  of  the  New 
Dual  Regifler  have,  with  much  pomp  and  parade  of  Ian- 
e,  introduced  the  little  hiftory  of  the  conqueft  of  Ca- 
fra,  with  every  traft  of  warm  and  prejudiced  minds,  car* 
I  away  by  the  tide  of  popular  opinion,  and  have  fludioufly 
ght  for,  eagerly  caught,  and  highly  em  belli  (bed  every 
Je  incident  to  caft  indelible  infamy  and  difgrace  upon  us  j 
Dt  we  truft  we  have  defeated  their  intentions  by  a  plain  nar- 
$tfiveof  fa&s,  which  we  pledge  our  honours  to  the  truth  of; 
fcsd  hope  we  have,  by  this  means,  erafed  the  unfavourable 
Bupreffions  our  countrymen  muft  have  received. 

JOHN  SAM.  TORRIANO,  Major, 


\    Bombay* 
^bFfk.  1787* 

Captains. 
proes  Panton, 
»C.  Sartorius, 
kiniel  Carpenter, 
An  Lampard, 
L  H.  Wittman, 
•  W.  Bellis, 
An  Wiferoan, 
enry  Oakes, 
%  W.  Mignon, 
William  Home, 
ohn  Mac  Donald, 
Dfeph  Bland, 
acob  Thompfon, 


W.  H.  Blachford, 

Lieutenants. 
James  Paterfon, 
William  Williamfon, 
Thomas  Fyfe, 
Francis  Cheeke, 
James  Rattray, 
John  Jam,es, 
Richard  Cooke, 
Richard  Seale, 
John  Hull, 
Thomas  Grumroont, 
Jam.es  Bajrd, 


Samuel 


* 
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Samuel  Thompfon,  Enjtgns* 

Samuel  Wilfon,  Willi im  Eair, 

Richard  Budden,  Archibald  Spens, 

Caciar  Sutton,  John  Skelton, 

K  ichard  Doolan,  William  Morris, 

Thomas  Hooke,  Charles  Lonfdale, 

Jeremy  Ward.  E.  Birch  Gillmer, 

E.  W.  Foreman, 
Prafihioner  Engineers.  James  Gilkie, 

Valentine  Munbee,  David  Price, 

George  Goddard.  Lancelot  Reed, 

John  Alfagar, 
Lobert  Gordon, 
Thomas  Walton,  Matthew  Brattan, 

Alexander  Torriano,  Conftantine  O* Donne!, 

John  Griffith.  John  Charles  Sheen. 

"  Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  tranfmit  a  copy  *of  tl 
letter,  with  the  original  vindication,  to  the  honourable 
Court  of  Directors,  by  the  Rockingham" 

When  the  order  of  the  day  Tor  the   report  of  the  MutM 
Bill  to  be  received,  had  been  read,  as  well  as  the  chufe  fa 
jetting  officers  to  military  law, 
Col.  Fitz-      Colonel  Fitxpatrick,  rifing  to  move  an  amendment  on t 
patrick.     claufe,  refpecling  a  point  which  had  not  before  bee  a  aptaj 
in  that  Parliament,  obferved,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  n 
the  time  of  the  Houfe  on  the  nature  of  the  mutiny  bill,  fin 
every  gentleman  who   heard  him,  knew  that  it  wasalw* 
confidered  as  a, deviation  from  the  conftitution  of  the  con 
try,  and   a  neceffary  evil ;  on    that  principle,  therefore, 
muft  be  agreed,  that  they  ought  not,  in  paffing  it,  to  fa 
it  to  depart  one   iota  beyond  the  neceffity  that  called  for 
with  regard  to  fubjecling  perfons  to  military  law.    He  cfl 
ceived  that  it  was  as  clear,  that  every  officer  exercifii;ga 
tary  functions  ought  to  be  fubjeel  to  the  mutiny  bill,  «« 
no  one,  except  fuch  as  did  exercife  military  functions  flrf 
be  fo  fubjedh     Having  thus  opened  his  otijeS  generallff  4 
Colonel  proceeded  to  ftate  his  argument  refpecting  bttf 
commiffioned  officers,  to  the  fame  effeft  that  he  hatf  itairf 
and  brought  it  under  difcuffion  in  a  former  Parliament.  II 
Colonel  having  contended,  that  no  officers  but  fuch  as  w* 
muftered,  received  pay,  or  were  callevl  into  fervice  by  arf* 
rity,  ought  to  be  made  fubje&  to  martial  law,  moved,  &\ 
amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  commiffioned  and,  I 
order  to  make  room  for  words  more  fuitable  to  his  vie*' 
the  fubjeft. 
Secretary       The  Secretary  at  War  thought  it  fufficient  merely  to  refill 
*t  War.     former  arguments  againft   the  amendment,  which  had  U* 

urge 
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urged  with  fuccefs.  Brevet  commlfflon  was  a* new  term  ;  he 
knew  of  no  distinctions  in  commiftions,  and  therefore,  as  the 
com  mi  (lion  always  governed  the  cafe,  and  no  other  circum- 
ftance,  he  would  not  trouble  the  Houfe  any  farther  than  to 
give  the  propofed  amendment  his  negative. 

Sir  Charles  Gould  faid,  that  as  to  brevet  commiffions,  it  Sir  Chart, 
was  quite  a  novelty  in  terms,  though  what  the  right  honour-  Gould, 
able  gentleman  had  remarked  was  by  no  means  a  novel  argu- 
ment. In  difcufling  the  matter,  Sir  Charles  leferred  to  the 
cafe  of  Lord  George  Sackvillc,  General  Rof$,  and  others, 
and  mentioned  how  the  mutiny  ail  had  flood  during  Queen 
Anne's  wars. 

Mr.  sldamy  who  had  been  counfel  for  General  Rofs,  Hated  Mr. 
the  particular  circumftances  which  attended  his  court  martial,  Adam. 
from  whence  he  deduced  an  inference,  that  the  opinion  of 
Colonel  Fitzpatrick  mull  have  been  the  opinion  of  military 
men  when  General  Rofs  was  brought  to  a  court  martial.  He 
therefore  contended  that  his  right  honourable  friend's  amend- 
ment ought  to  pafs. 

On  the  queftion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided  ; 
Ayes,  70;  Noes,  24. 

When  the  Houfe  had  proceeded  to  the  part  of  the  bill  re- 
lative to  billeting  foldiers  in  Weflminiter,  Mr.  Fox.  rofe  to 
move  the  amendment,  the  object  of  which  was  to  relieve  fuch 
livery  (tablemen  as  did  not  keep  public  houfes,  or  f  11  either 
tie,  wine,  or  fpirits,  from  the  burden  and  inconvenience  of 
laving  foldiers  billeted  on  them.     Having  moved  it  in  form, 

The  Secretary  at  JVar  begged   leave  to  call  to  the  recoilec-  Secretary 
|ion  of  the  Houfe,  that  'when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  at  War. 
had   (tated  lis   fuggt-flion,  he  declared  that  it  was  the  fir  ft 
JH'ord  he  bad  heard  upon  the  fubje<5r,  and   that  he  would  ear 
quire  how  far   the    inconvenience  then   alledged,  refpedting 
which  he  had  himfelf  received  no  complaints  whatever,  was 
(UecefTjry  or  fit  to  b^  removed   in  the  manner  the    right  ho- 
[flourable  gentleman   had  propofed.     He  had  expected,  that 
ifmce  that  day,  he  fhould  have  Heard  fometbingfrom  the  right 
^honourable  gentleman,  or   from  the  parties  on  whofe  behalf 
the  maters  had  been   firft  mentioned,  but  no  fuch  circum- 
stance had  happened.     For 'his  part,  he  had  been  enquiring 
£ver  ft  nee,  and  could  get  no  news  about  it.     He  believed  that . 
there  were  about   2400  public  houfes   in  Weflminfter,  and 
very   few  livery  (tables  comparatively ;  and    that  between 
both,  not  more  than  2500  foldiers  were  billeted,  and  confe-   . 
quently  not  above  fifty  or  fix ty  on   the  livery  ftable  keepers, 
ihe  words  of  the  a£r,  as  they  now  ftood.  he  declared,  were 
as  old  as  King  William's  time ;  he  had  examined  into  the  mu- 
tiny a<Sts,  and  he  found  the  words  inferted  fo  early  as  the  fe- 
cond  year  of  that  reign.     Sir  George  having  referred  to  a  cafe 

that 


534 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A,  1791 


that  came  before  the  Magistrates  ten  years  ago,  when  tl 
decided  that  the  livery-flable  men  were  liable,  explained 
rootle  of  diftributing  billets  now  in  practice,  and  contei 
that  the  publ. cans  had  infinitely  a  greater  number  in  prcj 
tion  than  the  livery  liable  keepers;  and  that  if  the  proj 
alteration  were  adopted,  ftill  a  greater  number  muft  fall  u[ 
the  publicans.     jHe  added,  that  the  livery-ftable  men  did  a 
pay  any  thing. like  in  proportion  to  the  publicans,  and  tl 
it  was  evident  the  liver y-ftable  men  were  better  able  to 
iheir  fhare  of  the  burden ;  and  therefore  it  would,  he  thouj 
1)C  very  hard  to  take  the  load,  light  as  it  lay,  off  the  (houl 
of  one  description,  and  impofe  it  altogether  on  the  ihouk 
of  another.     He  faid,  it  wjould  alfo  prove  liable  to  this  abi 
a  livery  ft  able  keeper,  who   had  fold  beer  and  fptrits, 
might  let  one  of  his  fervants  hold  his  tap  for  him,  and 
tend  he  fold  no  beer  or  fpirits ;  and  this  praflice  might 
come  general. 
Mr.  Foi.       Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that   he  had  Underftood  the  right 
nourable  gentleman,  at   the  time,  to  agree  with  him,  l] 
there  was  reafon  in  what  he  had  Hated  in  behalf  of  fuch 
his  conftituents  as  were  livery- liable  keepers  only,  when 
had  introduced  the  topic  while  the  Houfe  was  in  a  Commi 
upon  the  bill.     Poffibly,  it  might-  arife  from  his  own  mift 
caption  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  meaning ;  but! 
was  particularly  unfortunate  for  him,  and  for  thofe  who 
peared  with  reafon,  to  think  themfelves  aggrieved,  that 
had  fo  mi  fancier  flood  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
it  was  owing  to  that  very  circumilance  that  he  had  not  gi1 
himfelf  any  farther  trouble;  but  having  conceived  that 
matter  way  agreed  on,  had  contented  himfelf  with  telling 
conftituents  that  they  might  be  fure  of  obtaining  relief, 
1       that  therefore  that  they  had  better  reft  contented,  and  . 
enter  into  farther  proof  of  the  fa£t,  as  it  was,  in  his  mil 
always   more  prudent  to  avoid  difcuflion,  where  an  ol 
could  be  attained  without  it.     The  right  honourable  g< 
man,  if  he  chofe,  or  rather  whether  he  chofe  it  or  not,  mi 
reft  a  flu  red,  fhould  have  as  much  information  as  he 
defire  upon  the  fubjeft,  hetween  that  day  and  the  lail 
of  the  bill,  to  which  he  (Mr    Fox)  mult  now  becoptei 
to  reft.     With  regard  to  the  faft  itfelf,  he  had  on  afoi 
day  ftated,  that  until  the  laft  ten  years,  "when  a  deciCon 
had  upon  a  cafe  fubmitted  to  the  Juftices  of  Peace,  thofe 
were  purely  livery-ftable  keepers,  and  did  not  fell  either 
4  rits,  ale,  or  wine,  had  not  been  deemed  to  come  within 

meaning  of  the  a£t  of  Parliament ;  and  that  he  had  alfo  llate4» 
that  fo  long  as  thirty  years  ago,  when  the  matter  had  cowfii 
into  conteft,  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Pratt,  now  Lord  Cam<fen» 
and  of  Mr.  Evans,  two  CounfeJ  of  great  weight  and  autho- 
_  rity, 
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ity,  had  been  obtained,  and  they  bad  clearly  decided  that 
ivery-ftable  keepers  were  not  wi'hin  the  meaning  of  the  aft, 
t  flood  to  reafon  that  they  fhould  not  come  within  its  laean- 
ng,  fince  he  had  himfelf  feen  a  billet,  the  very  words  of 
rhich  were,  "  Whereas  you  are  licenfed  to  fell  fpirituous  li- 
mors.*  The  reafon  why  ftable  keepers  who  did  not  fell  fyi- 
ituous  liquors  had  been  deemed  liable,  he  verily  believed  t)\6 
ight  honourable  gentleman  had  afligned  in  the  courfe  of  his 
beech :  and  this  was  becaufe  one  keeper  of  (tables,  who  had 
bait  in  fpirituous  liquors,  had  pretended  that  his  fervant 
fcpt  the  tap,  and  that  therefore  he  was  no  publican ;  but  was 
feat  any  reafon  whatever  for  billeting  foldiers  upon  allhoneft 
iwrymen  ?  If  a  livery-ftable  keeper,  or  any  other  man,  ua-  „ 
kra  falfe  pretence,  committed  a  fraud,  to  evade  complying 
jrith  what  the  law  requires,  furely  the  law  was  equal  to  his  ■ 
toniftiment,  and  it  was  neither  neceffary  nor  juftj.  on  that 
jteount,  to  deprive  others  of  an  exemption  to  which  they 
toe  by  the  exprefs  words  of  an  aft  of  Parliament  entitled, 
with  regard  to  the  argument  that  publicans  paid  more  to  the 
L  venue  than  livery-ftable  keepers,  and  therefore  the  latter 
sre  more  able  to  bear  the  burden  of  having  foldiers  billeted 
1  them,  it  was  abfurd  and  ridiculous.  Memters  of  that 
life,  and  gentlemen  of  other  descriptions,  were  more  able 
>bearfuch  burdens  than  either  publicans  of  Weftminfteroc 
ry- ftable  keepers,  and  if  foldiers  were  to  be  billeted  on 
u,  they  would  do  exaftly  as  livery-ftable  keepers — pay 
foldiers  fo  billeted  on  them,  money  for  taking  care  of 
nfelves  elfewhere ;  but  did  it  follow,  becaufe  they  were 
ore  able  to  bear  the  burden  than  others,  that  therefore  they 
re  to  bear  it,  when  the  law  expreffly  enafted  otherwife? 
om  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fudden  partiality  to 
:  publicans  of  Weftminfter,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  if  Parliament 
:  about  to  be  diflblved,  he  fliould  have  been  let!  to  think 
pt  the  right  hohourable  gentleman  meant  to  ftand  forward 
1  competitor  with  him.  Mr.  Fox  concluded  with  declar- 
g,  that  he  fliould  fend  to  as  many  of  his  conftituents,  who 
he  livery-ftable  keepers,  as  he  conveniently  could,  and  ftate 
►them  what  had  palled,  in  order  to  prove,  that  though  h* 
ight  have  miftaken  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  he 
H  he  did  not  wifh  to  hold  any  gentleman  to  his  words, 
fcen  he  declared  he  meant  differently,  that  he  had  not  been 
hmindful  of  their  interefts,  and  if  he  was  then  fo  inftrufted, 
p  would,  in  another  ftage  of  the  bill,  bring  forward  his  mo- 
kn  in  a  different  (hape,  and  accompay  it  with  a  requi(it$ 
fcgree  of  information  and  teftimonial. 
On  the  queftion  being  put,  Mr.  Fox's  amendment  was  ne- 
ptived. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

X  Friday, 
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Friday^  wtb  ATarcb* 

The  order  of  the  day  for  refuming  the  adjourned  Con* 
mittee  on  the  corn  bill,  having  been  moved  and  read,  Mi 
Eram lion  took  his  feat  at  the  table,  and  informed  the  Coa 
mittee  that  they  had  left  off  in  the  middle  of  the  21ft  pag 
of  the  printed  bill. 

Mr.    Ryder   propofed  to  omit  the  confideration  of  A 
table  of  prizes,  and  the  annexed  claufe  immediately  relatil 
to  it,  on  th?  ground  that  he  had  not  quite  made  up  his  mitt 
,  as  to  the  table  of  prices. 

Mr.  Hufley  particularly  mentioned  (he  granary  claufe,  x 
'  immediately  relating  to  the  table  of  prices,  fubmitted'it  fi 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  whether  it  would  oot  I 
advifeable  to  fufpend  the  confideration  of  the  remainia 
clajjfes  of  the  bill  altogether,  as  moft  of  them  had  relatifl 
more  or  lefs  to  the  table  of  prices,  and  not  proceed  furtli 
till  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  perfe&Iy  prepare 
on  the  fubjedh 

This  occufioned  a  converfation,  in  which  Mr.  Ryder  wal 
fupported  by  Mr. 'Steele,  Mr.  Charles  Townfiiend  and  othe 
members,  and  Mr.  HufleyV  fuggeftion  was  fuftained  aa 
enforced  by  Mr.  Harrifon,   Mr.  Baker,  Lod  Sheffield,  &c. 

On  the  queftion  put,  Mr.  Ryder's  propofition  was  agree 
to,  and  the  Committee  proceeded  to  diftufs  the  other  remaii 
hig  claufes  of  the  bill,,  every  one  of  which  occalioned  a  d 
fultory  debate. 

Upon  the  claufe  for  erefling  warehoufes  for  the  receptk 
of  foreign  corn,  to  fiipply  the  country  in  times  of  fcarcit 
Sh  ffild         Lord  Sheffield  declared,  he  never  rofe  to  oppofe  any  clai 
*  that  had  been  in  his  time  offered  to  Parliament,  with  ftw 
hearty  good  will,  than  he  did  to  obje&  to  that  now  before  t 
Committee.     He  faid,   every  man  in  the  leaft  acquaint 
with  this  ifland,  is  informed  that  the  weftern  and  norf 
weftern  parts  are  full  of  inhabitants  and  manufactures,  » 
that  in  proportion  to  the  inhabitants,  thofe   parts  raifelirt 
or  no  great  quantity  of  corn  ;    bat  that  the  fouthern  aa 
eaflern  parts  of  the  kingdom  are  not  fo  well  inhabited,  afl 
raife  large  quantities.     I:  has  been  the  policy  of  this  countr 
'  to  prevent  exportation  of  corn  from  the  fouthern  and  eaftexl 

parts,  except  when  the  price  was  moderate ;  and  the  wefttf 
and  north- weftern  parrs  were  the  great  markets  of  tboi 
counties   that  grew  large  quantities   of  corn.     Under  tbft 
itftem,  the  country  and  the  corn  trade  had  flourished  a  grdfc 
number  of  years. 

In  the  year  1773,  it  was  fupp'ofed  to  be  neceflary  fo  alter 
the  corn  laws,  and  while  a  bill  was  before  Parliament,  * 
claufe  to  the  iame  purpofe,  but  not  tjuitfe  fo  obje&ionable  u 
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;  the  prefent,  was  introduced.     It  was  fuggefted  by  an  Ame- 
rican corn  merchant  to  the  perfon  who  had  the  principal  nta- 
L  fiagement  of  the  bill,  whofe  great  wifh  and  object  was  to  be- 
I  come  agent  for  an  American  province ;  and  fo  entirely  was 
their  attention  pointed  to  the  intereft  of  the  American  pro- 
vinces alone,  that  their  intention  and  wifti  was  to  warehouTe 
portly  American  corn,  and  to  exclude   Irifh ;  but  that  could 
1  not  be  managed.     He  faid,  it  was  unpleafant  to  rcfledl  on  the 
ltondu&  of  the  landed  intereft,  and  that  they  {hould  tamely 
trtcche  fucb  a  law  from  men  fo  interefted ;  and  nothing  is  more 
[ttirious  than  to  con  trad   the  alacrity'of  the  manufa&urer 
[with  the   fupinenefs   of  the  landed  intereft; — not  a  feffion 
fpafles  without  fome  law  being  obtained,  with  a  view  to  the 
*  itereft  of  commerce  againft  the  intereft  of  landed  property, 
iedid  not  blame  the  commercial  intereft,  becaufe  they  fome- 
es  think  their  intereft  independent  and  feparate  from  the 
1,  in  which  alone  he  did  not  agree  with  them,  but  he 
lieved  it  is  the  only  point  in  which  he  {hould  not ;  and  he 
tered  htmfelf  it  was  well  known  how  zealous  a  friend  he  was 
rhc  manufactures  and  commerce  of  the  country.     The 
torn  laws  he  confidered  as  entirely  intended   for  the  encou- 
ement  of  tillage,  and  he  wiflied  to  draw  the  attention  of 
f  landed  men  to  that  point. 

Themifchiefof  warehoufing  foreign  corn  at  all  times,  in 
10ft  all  the  ports  of  the  kingdom,  fhould  be  obvious  to 
ryman.     Every  country  in   the  world  may  warehoufe 
ir  corn  in  our  ports,   in  readinefs  to   be  poured  into  the 
intry  the  moment  the   ports  are  opened,  either  through 
mdulent  pra&ices  in  the  diftriSs,  or  through   the  want  of 
aps   not   the  500th   part  of  our  confumption.     When 
ice  open,  the  port  is  to  continue  open  for  three  months. 
j  means  of  our  canals,  the  country  may  immediately  be 
pitted  with   foreign  corn,  before    the  counties  which  pro* 
corn  can  fend  it  coaftwife  to   the  ports  which  are  thus 
and  the  farmer  muft  fell  his  wheat  at  43s.  per  quar- 
to enable  it  to  meet  foreign  wheat  in  our  ports,  as  all  the 
>nces  of  carrying  coaftwife  will,  in  general,  amount  to  ac 
(aaft  5c  per  quarter. 

I  It  is  hardly  neceflary  to  point  out  how  ruinous  fuch  a  fyf- 
Iptt  muft  be  to  tillage,  and  that  the  farmer  will  certainly 
fprn  his  ploughed  land  into  pafture,  if  the  home  market  is  to 
feforeftalled  by  magazines  of  corn  from  cheap  countries, 
pled,  perhaps,:  at  half  the  expence  at  which  it  can  be  railed 

II  this  country.  Every  thing  proceeding  from  pafture  was 
flowed  to  obtain  its  full  value,  while  the  price  of  corn  is  li- 
nitcd,  by  the  importation  at  low  prices,  to  that  it  was  10O 
fears  ago.  Dependance  on  foreign  countries  for  fubfiftence^ 
ad  •frequent  dearths,  if  not  famines,  and  aifo  depopulation, 

Vol.  XXVIII.  3  Z  would 


538 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  1 791] 


would  oe  the  certain  confequences  of  a  dereliction  of  till; 
and  in  many  counties,  now  well  inhabited,  would  be 
only  a  few  herdfmen  and  fliepherds. 

He  added,  that  magazines,  at  the  public  expence,  ferj 
reign  corn,  were  perfe&ly  unneceflary  in  any  view,  efpi 
as  Ireland  was  now  capable  of  fupplying  the  utmoft  qv 
that  had  been  imported  into   this  country  in  one  year, 
obferved,  a  fcarcity,  much  lefe  a  famine,  does  hot  happ 
a  fudden,  and  that  the  magazines  of  the  great  cities  of 
land  were  near  at  hand,  and  that  we  had  never  wanted,  j 
nearer.    He  therefore  moved,  "  That  all  that  part  of  1 
"  relating  to  warehouling  foreign  coin,  fhould  be  omit! 
The  Committee  divided, 

Ayes        — — —        62 
Noes        *  ■  6a 

The  Chairman  thereupon  gave  up  his  cafting  vote  far^ 
noes,  and  the  claufe  was  of  courfe  thrown  out  of  the  bin 

When  the  preceding  claufe  had,  on  a  motion  of  Lord  I 
field,  been  thus  rejected  by  the  Committee,  and  Mr*] 
on  the  departure  of  feveral  of  thofe  who  voted  again* 
claufe,  told  the  Committee,  that  all  the  dependant  < 
fhould  remain  in  the  bill  (not withftan ding  it  was  agr 
they  were  abfolute  nonfenfe  without  the  claufe  that  had! 
reje&ed)  becaufe  the  claufe  fhould  be  reftored  on  the] 
Lord  Sheffield  gav?  notice  that  as  whatever  was  urged  [ 
any  part  of  the  bill  did  not  obtain  the  leaft  attentia 
fhould  move  at  a  proper  time  for  a  call  of  the  Houfe. 

The  claufe  was  oppofed  by  Mr.  Duncombe,  Mr.  : 
Mr.  Harrifon,  and  feveral  other  gentlemen,  as  injur 
the  agriculture  of  the  country,  highly  detrimental 
landed  intereft,  likely  to  raife  inftead  of  lowering  tfc 
of  corn,  and  to  render  this  country  dependant  upon  i 
for  a  fupply. 

Other  gentlemen  contended  for  the  claufe  as  likely! 
mote  agriculture,  by  rendering  the  price  of  grain  lefsva 
and  accounted  for  the  encreafe  of  the  importation  of  I 
by  the  encreafe  of  population  and  luxury. 

Aldermen  Curtis  and  Watfon,  Mr.  Serjeant  Wafcfa%| 
Thompfon,  Sir  John  Woodhoufe,  Mr.  Pitt,  Mr. 
Mr.  Dundas,   Colonel  Macleod,   Sir  Archibald  C 
Sir  John  Sinclair,  the  right  honourable  Dudley  Rj 
Steele,  and  a  great  many  other  gentlemen  fpoke  in  the^ 
of  this  part  of  the  difcuffion. 
•     A  di vifion  however  took  place, 

Ayes        ss 

Noes        ■  67 
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Monday,   i^tb  March. 

Mr  Tudway,  from  the  Seleft  Committee  who  were  ap- 

ESinted  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of  the 
eeholders  of  the  county  of  Stirling,  thereunto  fubfcribing; 
Ind  alio,  the  petition  of  Sir  Alexander  Campbell,  ofArdkin- 

tft,  Baronet,  feverally  complaining  of  an  undue  eledion 
id  return  for  the  faid  county,  informed  the  Houfe,  that 
Ibe  faid  Select  Committee  have  determined, 
[  That  Sir  Thomas  Dundas,  Bronet,  is  duly  ele&'ed  a  Com- 
biffioner  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  (hire  of 
Stirling ; 

"  And  alfo,  that  the  faid  Seledt  Committe  have  determined, 

That  the  petition  of  the  faid  Sir  Alexander  Campbell,  of 

Aidkinlafs,  Baronet,  did  not  appear  to  the  faid  Seleft  (jlom- 

r'ttee,  to  be  frivolous  or  vexatious. 
No  material  debate  occurred. 

Tuefday  i£tb  March. 

The  order  of  the  Jay  being  read,  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
'  r bill  for  applying  to  the  public  fervice  the  fam  of  500,0001. 
at  of  the  balance  remaining  in  the  Bank  of  England  from 
ns  iflued  for  the  payment! of  dividends,  on  account  of  the 
at  ion  a  1  debt,  and  for  fecuring  the  pundual  payment  of  any 
ears  of  dividends,  whenever  the  fame  fhall  be  demanded; 
A  petition  of  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
Dgland  was  prefented  to  the  Houfe  (by  Mr.  Thornton)  and 
ad;  taking  notice  of  the  faid  bill;  and  fetting  forth,  that, 
the  faid  bill,  after  reciting  that,  in  purfuance  of  fundry 
is  of  Parliament,  certain  annuities  and  dividends  are  re- 
nter ly  iflued  at  the  receipt  of  His  Majefty's  Exchequer,  at 
t  end  of  each  quarter  of  the  year,  to  the  caftiier  of  the  Go- 
nor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  by  way  of 
apreft,  and  on  account,  for  payment  thereof  to  the  refpec- 
re  creditors  of  the  public,  and  that,  by  reafon  of  the  de- 
kys  which  take  place  before  fome  of  the  faid  dividends  are 
manded  by  the  refpeilive  proprietors  thereof,  a  large  ba- 
nce  has  been  gradually  accumulating  in  trje  Bank  of  Eng- 
J,  which  balance  amounted,  on  the  8th  day  of  January 
|tyoi,  to  the  fum  of  702,995!.  is.  3d.  and  that  a  balance  to 
{mailer  amount  would  be  fufficient  to  fecure  the  pundtual 
iyment  of  all  arrears  of  fuch  annuities  or  dividends  at  the 
lank  of  England,  as  the  fame  fhall  be  claimed,  and  that  it 
is  juft  and  ceafonable  that  fuch  portion  thereof  as  is  at  prefent 
nfelefs  to  the  public  and  to  the  proprietors;  fhould  be  ap- 
plied to  public  purpofes,  it  is  propofed  to  be  ena£ted,  that 
the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Batik  of  England  (hall, 
•ut  of  any  monies  which  (hall  have  been  iflued  at  the  receipt 
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of  the  Exchequer  for  the  payment  of  any  annuities  or  divi- 
dends, payable  at  the  Bank  of  England  by  virtue  of  any  A3 
or  Ads  of  Parliament,  and  which  fljall  have  become  due  pre- 
vious to  the  5th  day  of  January,  1791,  pay,  or  caufe  tobt 
paid*,  into  the  receipt  of  His  Majefty**  Exchequer,  thefutu 
of  500,000 L  and  that  the  petitioners  beg  leave  to  repiefent, 
that  the  money,  which  is  thus  propofid  to  be  taken  froa 
them,  is  private  property,  of  which  they  are  in  poffeffion  or 
account,  and  for  the  benefit  of  thofe  to  whom  the  fame  be- 
longs, and  the  petitioners  are  appreheniive,    that,  if  they 
were  to  he  iilent   during  the  progrefs  through  Parliament 01 
a  hill  which  appears  to  them  of  fo  novel  and  extraordinary  1 
nature,  and  fo  repugnant  to  the  rights  of  thofe  with  whole 
property  the  petitioners  are  entrufted,  and  to  whofe  interelU, 
without  being  negligent,  they  cannot  he  indifferent,  the* 
might  be  deemed  to  acquiefce  in  the  propriety  and  juflicec? 
it ;  and  as  the  petitioners  conceived  that  any  ftep  to  be  tabu 
by  them  for  the  purpofe  of  afllmbling  the  numerous  peilons 
in  every  clafs  and  condition  of  .life  who  are  interefted  in  tbe 
public  funds,  and  collecting  their  fentiments,  might  be  pro-  j 
duflive  of  great  alarm,  and  perhaps  occafion  public  diltuH 
bances,  the  petitioners  have  been  induced  to  acquit  thero*j 
felves  of  their  duty,  in  the  discharge  of  a  great  and  impoM 
tant  truft,  by  preferring  a  plain  and  faithful  reprefentaiinn  j 
to  this  Houfe  of  the  ferious  confequences  to  the  public  cred:- : 
tors  with  which  the  petitioners  are  fearful  this  meafurei*, 
pregnant*     The  A£ts  of  Parliament  granting  to  thecontri-; 
butors  to  the  public  loans  the  annuities  which  are  the  coirf- 
deration  paid  by  the  public  for  the  money  obtained  f. omfoca 
contributors  for  the  public  ferv ice,  and  constituting  all  the^ 
Government  funds  payable  at  the  Bank,  and  the  evidences; 
of  a  folemn  and  hitherto  inviolable  contract  between  A«; 
public  and  the  public  creditors,  and  uniformly  contain,  for 
the  benefit  and  convenience  of  the  latter,  a  ftipularion,  on 
the  part  of  the  public,  to  the  following  effcdl :  That,  for, 
the  more  eafy  and  fure  payment  of  all  the  annuities,  theGo- 
vernor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  (hall,  until  jT 
the  faid  annuities  fhall  be  redeemed,  appoint  one  or  more  fut*i 
ficent  perfon  or  perfons  to  be  their  chief  chafhier  or  calTiitf*! 
and  one  other  fu(ficient  perfon  to  be  their  accountant-general,  j 
and  that  fo  much  of  the  monies  by  this  aft  appropriated  for 
this  purpofe,  as  {hall  be  fufEcient,  from  time  to  time,  toj 
anfwer  the  laid  annuities,  fhall,  by  order  of  the  Coramif- ' 
fi  oners  of  the  Treafury,  without  any  further  or  otter  war- 
rant to  be  fued  for  in  that  behalf,  from  time  to  time,  and  at 
the  refpecSlivedays  of  payment  In  this  a£t  appointed  for  pay- 
ment thereof,  be  iflued  and  paid,  at  the  faid  receipt  of  th-'  1 
Exchequer,  to  the  faid  firfl  coJhier  of  the  Bank,  by  mi  °f 
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inpreft,  and  upon  account,  for  the  payment  of  thefaidan* 
laities,  and  that  fuch  cafhier  (hall,  without  delay,  pay  the  , 

ame  accordingly,  and  render  his  accounts  thereof  according 
0  the  due  courfe  of  the  Exchequer;  and,  by  a  fuhfequent 
taufe  it  is  enaded,  that  the  Bank  (hall  be  continued  a  Cor- 
ration  for  the  purpofes  of  the  faid  ads,  until  all  the  annui- 
ies  (hall  be  redeemed,  notwithstanding  the  redemption  of 
U  or  any  of  their  own  funds:  By  the  ads  of  Parliament 
rom  which  what  precedes  has  been  extraded,  and  which 
{lure  to  the  public  creditors  their  refpedive  annuities  in  re* 
arn  for  the  money  contributed  by  them  to  the  public  fervice, 
ot  in  obedience  to  a  law,  but  upon  the  faith  of  a  public  com  - 
ad,  the  Legiflature,  one  of  the  parties  to  a  con  trad  of  bor~ 
>wing  and  ieuding,    has   exptefsly    ftipulated  with    thofe 
hofe  money  the  public  have  had  the  benefit  of,  that,  for 
ieir  more  eafy  and  fure  payment,  the  full  fum  of  their  an- 
ilities, at  the  periods  when  they  become  due,  Jhall  be  iflued 
9  the  Bank,  for  the  uie,  benefit,  and  convenience,  of  thofe 
ititled  to  them,  until  all  the  annuities  fhall  be  redeemed, 
id  befides,  that  this  mode  of  payment  is  part  of  the  ori- 
inal  flipulation  of  the  public,  and  is  incorporated  into  the 
y  of  the  contraft  between  the  public  and  the  public  ere- 
ditors;  it  has  alfo  in  its  favour  the  •prefcriptive  fandion  of 
long  ufage,  and  the  confirmed  habits  of  all  who  have  in- 
verted their  money  in  that  great  mafs  of  property  conflicting 
the  public  funds.     The  money  in  the  Bank,  and  out  of 
which  the  fum  in  queftion,  forming  a  long  portion  of  it,  is 
to  be  taken,  is  the  balance  of  the  quarterly  iflues  made  by 
ihe  Exchequer  to  the  Bank  for  the  payment  of  the  dividends 
contraded  by  Parliament  to  be  paid,  and  which  the  pro- 
prietors fuffer  to  remain  in  the  Bank  till  it  fuits  their  con* 
Venience  to  receive  them,  and  not  from  the  amount  of  un- 
paid dividends  of  any  confiderable  (landing  which  may  have 
been  forgotten  by  the  owner,  or  may  be  unknown  to  him* 
That  fuch  is  the  fad,    clearly  appears  from  the  account 
which  has  been  prefented  to  the  Houfe  of  arrears  of  all  divi-  - 
dends  iflued  by  Government  to  the  Rank  of  England  for  pay- 
ment of  the  public  creditors,  from  the  original  eilablifhment 
of  the  Bank  to  the  31ft  December  1787,  and  which  remained 
unpaid  on  the  31ft  December  1790,  of  which  arrears,  in  al\ 
the  different  Public  Funds,  the  total  is,        1-127,457     3     4 
And  if  to  thisbeadded  thearrears  of  prizes  ] 

due  on  lotteries  for  the  fame  period, 
And  arrears  due  on  various  rriifcellaneous " 

articles  for  the  fame  period, 
The  total  of  that  aggregate  ar rear  of  thefe 
various  fubjeds  would  be,  J 

Hence  it  i?  evinced  that  the  1  500,000  propofed  to  be  taken  i* 

%pt% 


46,380    o    o 

16,427    6    9 
.  190,264  10    1 
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not  money  which  lies  in  the  Bank  to  pay  dividends  unclaimed, 
for  any  confiderable  time,  and  long  in  arrear.  If  dividends, 
lottery  prizes,  and  other  articles,  not  demanded  for  the  (hort 
fpace  of  three  years>  fhould  be  confidered  as  old  and  un- 
claimed, and  /hould  therefore#be  taken  back,  as  being  with- 
out an  owner  (an  attempt  that  would  furely  offend  the  reafon 
and  juflice  of  mankind)  even  then  all  that  could  be  takttf 
would  be  1.190,264  10s.  id.  To  the  prefent  moment,  the 
contract  between  the  public  and  the  public  creditors,  has 
been  unimpaired,  and  the  public  faith  preferved  inviolate; 
,  00  alteration,  of  the  flighteft  kind,  has  ever  been  made  in  the  J 

contrail,  but  with  the  confent  of  thofe  whofe  property  might 
be  affe&ed  by  fuch  alteration,  and  the  money  to  pay  the  an- 
nuities has  invariably  been  iffued,  with  punctuality,  to  the 
extent  of  the  public  engagements  for  the  full  payment  of  the 
public  creditors.  But  by  the  bill  now  propofed,  out  of  the 
money  actually  iffued  to  the  Bank,  in  purfuance  of  public 
compad),  and  in  the  performance  of  folemn  engagements, 
entered  into  for  a  full  and  valuable  confederation,  1.500,000 
is  propofed  to  be  taken  back  from  the  Bank  into  the  Exche- 
quer, and  to  be  diverted  to  other  purpofes,  in  which  the 
owners  of  that  money  which  is  to  be  taken,  have  no  concern 
but  what  is  common  to-  them  with  every  other  fubjed  of  the 
ftate.  And  the  principle  upon  which  that  meafure  is  intro- 
duced to  the  Houfe,  and  which  feems  not  to  be  concealed  in 
the  bill  itfelf,  is  fuch  as  muft  naturally  excite  the  moft  fen- 
cers apprehenfions :  For  the  petitioners  beg  leave  to  obferve, 
that  fo  far  from  its  being  pretended,  that  this  is  money  re- 
maining in  the  poffeflion  of  the  Bank  without  an  owner,  it  is 
exprefsly  admitted  that  it  is  not  of  that  description,  nor  can 
he  taken  upon  that  principle,  perhaps  the  only  one  which 
could  juftify  the  feizure  of  money  levied  and  iffued  to  pa* 
thofe  whofe  money  the  publ  c  had  received;  but  becaufe  thofe 
to  whom  it  belongs,  have  fuffered  it  to  remain  in  the  place 
where  they  have  ftipulated  it  mould  be  paid  to  them,  a  right 
•  is  claimed  to  take  it  back,  and  to  apply  it  to  other  purpofes? 
without  entering  into  any  new  contract  with  the  owners  and 
without  their  confent;  in  effedr,  to  fcize  upon  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  agent  for  fuch  owners,  merely  becaufe  thofe  who  alone 
have  the  juft  and  lawful  dominion  over  it,  chofe  to  let  ir  re- 
main in  the  poffeflion  of  fuch  agent,  and  becaufe  the  ufeof  it 
may  be  convenient  in  the  interval  to  thofe  who  have  the  power 
roteizeit.  The  petitioners  conceive  it  to  be  their  bounden 
duty,  not  only  to  thofe  whole  money  this  is,  but  to  thofe 
whofe  money  they  may  be  hereafter  obliged  to  take,  in  order 
to  replace  what  is  now  to  be  taken  away,  and  alfo  to  the 
public  creditors  at  large,  whofe  property  is  invefted  in  the 
funds,  and  may  hereafter,  in  various  ways,  be  materially  af- 
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k&ei  by  the  application  and  extenfion  of  this  precedent,  to 
reprefent  againfl  a  meafure  which  appears  to  them  fo  unjoft 
in  itfelf,  and  fo  pernicious  in  its  principle.     This  bill  appears 
to  the  petitioners  to  ftrike  diredMy  at  two  principles  regar<V4 
as  (acred  by  the  law  and  conftitution  of  their  country— It  ap- 
pears to  them  at  once  a  violation  of  public  faith,  and  an  in- 
fringement of  private  right;  for.  after  Parliament  has  entered 
into  a  folemn  contract,  apd  has  pledged  the  public,  as  in 
juAice  it  was  bound  to  do,  for  the  punQual  iffue  of  the  an- 
nuities due  to  the  public  creditors  for  their  payment;  to  iffloe 
500,000!.  lefs  upon  a  given  day  ftipulatet!  by  Parliament  for 
the  iflue,  would  be  a  manifeft  breach  of  contrail ;  and  ta 
take  back  500,000!.  after  it  has  bet  n  iflued  as  now  propofed, 
is  only  a  difference  in  form,  but  not  in  fubftance.     In  either 
I  cafe,  the  contract  with  the  public  creditor  is  equally  broken, 
I  and  a  power  to  drfpofe  of  their  property  is  aflumed,  not  war- 
',  tinted  by  any  exifting  law,  nor  juftified  by  any  found  prin- 
ciple.    When  the  public  who  owe  it  have  iflued  the  money 
in  purfuance  of  the  contraft,  the  public  has  fulfilled  that 
I  contrafl,  and  the  power  to  apply  the  money  to  any  other 
purpofe  appears  to  the  petitioners  to  ceafe,  fubje#  only  per- 
haps to  revert  back,  and  re-veft  in  the  public,  whenever  a  far 
\  and  reafonable  preemption  (hould  warrant  the  inference, 
that  fuch  money  remains  without  an  owner,  when  no  perfaa 
exifts  who  has  any  lawful  dominion  over  it,  or  can  complain 
of  any  poflible  injury  from  the  feizure  of  it ; — But  whilft  that 
money  has  a  lawful  owner,  the  power  to  feize  upon  it,  fry 
whomfoever  claimed,  muft  be  repugnant  to  the  lawful  rigta 
of  the  owner,  and  fubverfive  of  the  principles  by  which  pri- 
;  vate  property  is  fecured  from   invafion.     The  money  anay 
1  not  he  employed  by  the  owners,  but  the  right  of  any  other 
,  power  to  feize  it  can  never  be  founded  upon  that  circum- 
ftauce.     The  money  which  is  ufelefs  to  the  owner  may  in- 
1  deed  be  ufeful  to  others  ;  but  as  little  can  that  circumftance 
[found  a  right  in  another  to  take  it  from  the  owner;  two 
.fights  fo  adverfe  to  each  other  cannot  exift  confiflent  with 
the  rules  of  property,  on  its  juft  fecurity.     AGs  of  Parlia- 
ment for  granting  annuities  in  confederation  of  money  bor- 
rowed from  individuals  for  the  i)fe  of  the  public,  a, re,  as  the 
petitioners  conceive,  father  compacts  than  laws :  The  public 
•borrow;. individuals  lend;  and  all' the  obligations  of  juftice 
attach  upon  fuch  contracts,  and  enforce  as  ftri&  and  faithful 
an  obfervance  of  them  as  of  any  other  of  the  conventipns  of 
meni    The  owners  of  the  money  propofed  to  be  taken  back 
are  many  in  number,  difperfed  in  different  parts  ^f  the  world, 
and  include  perfons  under  various  legal  difabilities,  as  weMas 
thofe  of  all  dates  and  conditions  in  life:  There  muft  alfofoe 
many  perfoas  among  them  improvident,  or  negligent,  who* 

disregarding 
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disregarding  the  ordinary  means  of  accumulating  their  fori 
tunes,  leave  their  money  in  the  Bank  of  England,  from  eftA- 
lifted  confidence  jn  its  fecurity,  and  long  experience  of  tb(j 
facility  with  which,  upon  the  firft  application,  the  Mone 
can  be  procured,  except  only  where  thofe>,  who  have  had  A 
power  of  difpofing  of  it,  have,  by  their  teftament,  clogged  tha 
difpofition  with  fuch  limitations  as  impede  the  fimple  an 
eafy  mode  of  transfer  in  ufe  at   the  Bank.     On  behalf  I 
all    thefe  various  deferiprions  of    perfons,    the  petiriona 
humbly  reprefent,  that  none  of  the  circumftances  in  whit 
their  property  is  involved  at  the  Bank,   and  which  ma} 
in    fooie   inftances,    create   temporary    obftrudions    tha 
retard,    foraetimes    the    transfer    of    the   annuity    itfel 
and  fome times  the  application  for  the  dividend,   can  poi 
fibly   afford     any    juil     right     to    take    their    money.-* 
In  no  other  cafe  than  the  prefent,  would,  as  the  petitiona 
Apprehend,  a  law  affedling  private  property  be  fufferedti 
proceed  without  the  confent  of  the  perfons  interefted :  tMj 
only  exception,  of  which  the  petitioners  are  informed,  to  M 
legiflative  rule  of  fuch  importance  to  the  property  of  mankmdjj 
is  the  cafe  of  public  works,  beneficial  to  the  nation;  an£ 
even  then  the  individual,  whofe  property  is  neceflsry  to  then^ 
is  only  compelled  to  part  with  it  upon  receiving  the  full  v** 
lue  of  it,  eftimated  on  oath  by  a  jury,     By  this  bill,  thepro^ 
perty  6f  individuals  is  propofed  to  be   taken  without  thek 
confent,  and  without  their  knowledge.     The  fecurity  of  thl 
Bank  of  England,  which  they  now  have  for  it,  is  to  be  take* 
from  them,  and  their  legal  remedies  to  recover  it  from  tha 
Bank,  in  cafe  of  refufal  or  delay  in  the  payment,  are  to  h 
annihilated  ;  and,  in  lieu  of  what  is  thus  to  be  taken  frofl 
them*  they  are  to  have  theconting'ht  fecurity  of  any  moae 
in  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  of  the  aids  or  fupplies  grani 
ed  to  His  Majefty  for  the  ferviceof  the  current  year,  or  air 
preceding  year,  or  of  any  monies  arifing  from  the  furpluso 
the  confolidated  fund,  which  may  remain  at  the  end  of  any 
quarter  for  the  dif pofition  of  Parliament,  or  of  any  monie 
to  arife  by  virtue  of -Exchequer  bills  to  be  made  out  in  per 
fuance  of  this  propofed  ad  :  all  which  fecurities,  valid  art 
available  as  they  may  be,  do  not,  as  the  petitioners  fubmir* 
.  in  the  finalleft  degree,  juflify  the  fubfHtuting  them  in  head 
the  money  itfelf  in  the  poffeffion  of  the  Bank,  where  the 
rightful  owners  have  chofen  to  leave  it,  and  in  lieu  of  the 
fecurity  of  the  Bank  for  its  forthcoming  when  called  forr; 
with  which  the  owners  are  content.     The  petitioners  huroMfi 
fuggeft  to  the  Houfe,  the  guardians  of  the  public  faith,  that' 
nought  or  temporary  convenience,  from  the  ufe  of  money 
?    not  a&ually  employed  by  the  lawful  owners,  would  feem  to* 
jufiify  the  eftablifliment  of  a  precedent  upon  the  (toutc  booky 
.  .1  *T 
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y  the  affiftance  of  which  the  property  of  the  public  creditors 
lay  be  hereafter,  and  in  worle  times,  daringly  and  fuccefs- 

£y  invaded ;  nor  do  the  circumftances  of  the  prefent  times 
a  to  call   for  fuch  a  meafure,  or  offer  any  excufe  for  a 
jfriation  from  the  even  and  conftant  regard  which  has  been 
fl  to'  public  engagements.     This  ftep  is  not  about  to  be  ta- 
p  during  the  preifc  re  of  an  expenfive  and  unfuccefsful  war, 
is  the  time  at  which  it  is  recurred  to  marked  by  any  great 
lie  calamity,  or  diftinguifhe3  by  any  circumftances  pecu- 
inaufpicious.     But,    on   the  contrary,  it  is  generally 
(lood,  and  the  petitioners  believe,  as  they  hope,  tnriy, 
the  affairs  of  the  nation  are  profperous ;  its  trade  and 
rce  flourishing;    its  finances. thriving;  its  refources 
lant.— If,  under  fuch  circumftances,  the  money  iffued 
y  the  public  creditors  be  taken  back,  and  diverted  to 
sr  purpofes,  what  may  not  juftly  be  apprehended   for 
r  property  from  this  example,  at  any  time  of  national 
Hfity,  when  impatience  and  difcontent  under  public  bur 
►may  impel  thofe,  charged  with  the  conduit  of  public  ' 
n,  to  take  extraordinary  courfes  in  order  to  obtain  re*  ' 
le  without  taxing  the  people,  and  when  this  precedent, 
4rft  of  its  kind,  will  be  in  force  to  juftify  every  future 
6k  on  the  property  and  rights  of  the  public  creditors  ? 
ie  principle  of  this  bill  were  juft,  and  its  objeA  unexcep- 
kble ;  if  it  were*  merely  a  bill  for  directing  the  application 
nblic  money  lying  in  the  Bank,  the  petitioners  would 
Ike  under  the  neceflity  of  foiiciting  from   the  Houfe  a 
t  clear  and  explicit  direction  for  their  conduct  than  they 
t  been  able  todtfeover  in  it  after  the  moft  attentive  ex- 
lation,  and  of  intreating  that,  in  a  bill  which  is  to  regu- 
heir  conducl  in  the  execution  of  a  public  truft,  they 
i  not  be  left  to  colled  the  intention  from  uncertain 
tatipn,  and  doubtful  inference;  but  in  the  distribution 
bney,  in  which  individuals  have  alfo  interefts,  and  which 
Iriousacls  of  Parliament  is  appropriated,  as  it  comes  into 
lands  of  the  Bank,  to  the  payment  of  thofe  individuals, 
Wcoliarly  neceffary  to  explain  that  which  is  ambiguous, 
lucidate  that  which  isobfeure.     The  bill  propofes  that, 
if  money  iffued  for  the  payment  of  any  annuities  or  di- 
lldt  payable  at  the  Bank,  which  {hall  have  become  due 
to  time  previous  to  the  5th  of  Jan.  1 79 r,  500,000!*  fhall 
^  1  into  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer.     It  is  not  fuppofed 
is  money,  though  lying  in  the  Bank,  is  not  due  to  the 
creditors,  and  will  not,  or,  .at  leaft,  the  greareft  part 
be  called  for  by  the  owners  :  the  petitioners  conceive  it 
bt  explicitly  declared  whether  they  are  immediately  to 
Pt  when  called  for,  and,  if  they  are  to  pay  it,  out  of  what 
l{  for  the  future  half  yearly  iffues  are  already  appropriated 
6*l.  XX VIII.  4  A  by 
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by  the  refpeftive  afts  of  Parliament  which  direSt  them 

be  made,  and  they  are  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  \ 

half  years  dividends  to  which  they  belong.     When  the 

ney  which  is  now  the  property  of  the  creditors,  whofe 

dends  became  due  pre*  ious  to  the  5th  of  January,  1791, 1 

be  taken  away,    the  petitioners  are  in  doubt,  whether 

money  belonging  to  the  creditors  entitled  to  any  fubfeqi 

half  year's  dividend  is  toH  be  taken  from  fuch  creditors, 

applied  to  the  payment  of  the  creditors  of  the  old 

and  whether  the  money  expreffly  appropriated  by  former  1 

of  Parliament  to  the  payment  of  one  fet  of  men,  is  now 

tended  to  be  diverted  to  the  payment  of  another*     If  tint 

the  intention,  the  petitioners  hope  it  will  be  fo  declared 

the  bill,  (hould  the  fame  pa fs  into  a  law:  whilfttheB 

hud  money  enough  to  pay  the  dividends  to  all  the  public* 

ditors,  there  was  no  neceffity  for  keeping  cjifferent  cafli 

counts  in  the  Bank  ;  but  that  neceffity,  as  the  bill  ftands, 

now  ariie,  for  if  money  belonging  to  thofe  who  werepd 

creditors  previous  to  the  5th  of  January,   1791,  be 

■and  if  the  future  iflues  be,  as  they  are,  appropriated  by 

different  acts  to  the  payment  of  the  refpeclive  half  year's 

vidends,  the  Bank  of  England  cannot  difobey  the  ads  off 

Ha  men  t,  and  reimburfe  one  fet   of  men  with  the  money 

another ;  the  accounts  of  the  two  cannot  be  blended.    1 

be  meant  to  confider  all  annuities  but  thofe  which  bec4 

due  the  preceding  quarter  as  annuities  in  arrear,  and  totl 

into  one  common  mafs,  for  the  payment  of  tbofe  arrear*, 

former  i flues  of  money,  annihilating  all  claims  of  parttel 

creditors  upon  any  particular  iflue,  except  they  demand 

payment  within  tlnee  months — in  that  cafe,  the  petiiioi 

conceive,  a  fpecial  provifion  for  that  purpofe  will  be  nfl 

fary.     And  when  the  feveral  doubts  hereby  fuggeflcd 

cleared  up,  the  petitioners  hope  it  will  be  found    prop* 

extend  the  indemnity  provided  for  the  petitioners,  foasfl 

clearly  to  Secure  them  again  ft  the  provifions  of  the  fa 

acls  of  Parliament,  an4  themifappropriationor  mtfapph 

of  money  which  is  ftill  to  be  iflued  half  yearly,  uncW 

ads  of  Parliament,  for  the  ufe  of  the  perfons  entitjed 

refpe&ive  dividends;  tlie  breach  or  nonobfervance  of 

a#s.  without  the  plain  and  precife  warrant  of  a  newl 

juftify  ir,  may  heieafter  involve  the  petitioners  in  cmbarfl 

ment  and  perplexity.      1  he  indemnity,  as  it  now  ftand% 

a  fecurity  only  for  what  may  be  done  or  omitted  to  be  A 

in  f.utf.ance  of  the  propofed  aft  ;    but,  if  the  pctki 

iliould  bt-  queftioned  for  applying  the  money  of  onem* 

the  payment  of  another,  as  they  apprehend  they  mat  4l 

many  inftances  ;  if  the  intention  of  -the  Legislature  be 

doubtful,  their  defence  mull  depend  upon  the  ad 
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bontemplation ;  and  if  their  cafe  fhould  not  fall  within  the 
fcopc  of  the  protection  afforded  them  by  that  aft,  their  in- 
demnity, in  the  terms  in  which  it  is  now  conceived,  would 
lot  reach  the  cafe.  7  he  petitioners,  deeming  it  their  duty 
bot  to  withhold  from  the  Houfe  any  information  of  which 
they  are  poflefled  upon  a  fubjecl  of  fuch  importance,  have 
innexrd  to  their  petition  a  Copy  of  a  Letter,  addreifed  to 
tfieir  Court  of  Directors,  from  tne  perfons  whofe  names  are 
fabfcribed  to  it,  heing  ten  of  the  principal  houfes  of  coita- 
fltare  in  the  city  of  London  tranfacl  ing  bofinefs  for  foreigners  ' 
b  the  public  funds,  and  to  which  letter  the  petitioners  beg 
(fawre  to  refer  the  Houfe;  and  the  petitioners,  upon  the 
Irtiofe  of  the  matter,  moft  carneAly  hope,  that  the  laid  bill, 
fcfcich  hazards  interefts  of  fuch  v.ilue  and  importance  to  the 
Pate,  and  may  in  its  provifions  and  confluences  lb  deeply 
Med  the  fecurity  of  the  public  creditors,  may  not  be  pafled  * 

MO  a  law. 
f 
r  Tkt  following  is  the  copy  of  the  letter  annexed  to  tie  petition : 

t  To  the  Governor,  the  Deputy  Governor,  and  others,  the 
I  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

\      «  Gentlemen, 

f  u  As  proprietors  of  the  puhlic  funds,  and  as  agents  of 
fcany  refpectable  foreigners  exienfively  interefted  in  thofe 
mAty  we  conceive  it  our  duty  to  offer  to  your  confideration 
feme  reflections  which  have  fuggefted  themfelves  to  us,  upon 
ft  late  propofal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  con- 
fcrt  to  the  temporary  ufe  of  the  Public,  a  part  of  the  fum  in 
be  hands  of  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Hank  of 
England,  ariftng,  from  dividends  on  the  public  funds  doe 
pd  not  yet  received. 

r*  Whether  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
ptgland  are  actual  truftees  for  the  owners  of  thofe  dividends, 
laqoeftion  we  (hall  not  take  upon  us  to  decide.  That 
par  appointment  to  the  payment  of  them  has  been  con* 
Mered  of  great  importance,  is  obvious,  from  the  provifibn 
pttde  in  the  feveral  ads  of  Parliament  for  continuing  the 
Bovernor  and  Company  of  tl>e  Bank  of  England  a  Corpo- 
i*ion  expneffly  for  that  object". 

wlt  can  admit  of  no  controverfy,  that  for  the  fecurity  and 
tranquillity  of  the  public  creditors,  the  faith  of  Parliament, 
lands  pledged  to  provide  an  annual  revenue  for  payment 
rf the  intereft  of  the  puhlic  funds,  and  to  depofit  this  reve- 
He  in  the  Bank  for  that  efpecial  purpofe. 

u  Upon  this  revenue  the  proprietors  of  the  annuities  have 

r  fpecific  law,  nor  ought  the  fund  thus  appropriated  to  be 

lirertcd  to  anjr  other  ufe,  under  any  fecurity  whatever,  with- 

4  A  a  out 


548  PARLIAMENTARY-      A.  1791 

out  the  confent  of  the  owners  ;  for  any  different  applicatkl 
of  it,  would,  aft  it  appears  to  us,  be  a  manifeft  and  din 
'breach  of  the  covenants  and  good  faith  of  Parliament,  a 
inuft,  we  fear,  tend  to  weaken  the  public  credit.  Ameafc 
fraught  with  fuch  danger,  we  fhould  hope,  will  never  I 
adopted,  no  advantage  can  compenfate  the  hazard  of  ft 
experiment. 

"  The  money  fo  depofited  in  the  Bank,  or  even  fuppofii 
it  to  remain  in  the  Exchequer,  is,  from  the  very  moment 
its  being  colled ed,  the  exclufive  property  of  the  parties! 
whom  it  has  been  levied;  and  of  every  fhillingof  thei 
claimed  dividends,  there  mud  exift  a  lawful  owner  either! 
the  parties  in  whofe  names  the  capital  (locks  adually  fiao 
or  in  their  perfonal  repreferitatives. 

u  We  cannot  avoid  fubmitting  to  you  our  further  q 
nion,  that  it  will  refleft  credit  upon  the  Government} 
well  as  upon  the  Bank  of  England  ;  and  that  it  isalfoaai 
difpenfable  ad  of  juftice  to  advertife  (with  as  much 
as  may  be  for  the  prevention  of  fraudulent  claims)  fudifl 
ticulars  of  the  dividends  unclaimed  as  may  afford  the  f 
means  of  a  difcovery  of  that  property,  and  of  ihe  fundi 
of  which  it  arifes,  to  thofe  perfons  to  whom,  and  to 
only,  they  of  right  belong*— that  a  large  portion  of  fuch 
perty  may  thus  reach  its  true  deftination,  without  thefmali 
hazard  01  perverfion,  can  admit  of  no  queflion,  and  ire 
not  imagine,  that  any  unjuft  ufurpations  may  not  eafity 
yefifted.  m     ' 

"  That  fuch  notice  hath  been  fo  long  withheld,  is  bo 
gum  en  t  againft  the  juftice  of  it. 

*'  If  the  meafure  be  right  in  itfelf,  the  delay  of  it  ha  fc 
Je&only  of  regret. 

u  It  may-poflibly  be  urged,  that  the  propofal  of  fuch 
fuie.  will  be  can C tiered  as  originating  from  a  fpirit  of  \ 
fition  totheMinifter ;  this,  gentlemen,  you  have  a  right 
difclaim ;  it  will  form  no  part  of  your  motive  in  fuggefi 
that  meafure,  which  may  very  fafely  reft  upon  its  ownf 
fits. 

"  We  ihould  hope  that  the  Minifter  will  not  inclkse 
perfevere  in  any  plan  which  may  not  be  found  eligible,  ag 
a  mature  inveitigation  of  its  efreds,  or  to  oppofe  any  <w 
which  may  conduce  to  the  public  credit  or  advantage. 

"  We  are,  with  great  refpeft, 
"  Gentlemen, 
u  Your  mod  obedient  fervants,  K 

"  Richard  Muilman,  and  Co. 

"  Gera»d  and  Jof.  Van  Neck,  and  Qfc.  \ 

"  Harotan  Hoare,  and  Co* 
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"  Wolf.  Van  Kemert  and  Ger.  Bachus. 

"  Van  Voorft  and  Fril. 

u  Peter  Thelluflbn,  Sons,  and  Co* 

"  B.  Barton,  Forbes,  and  Gregory.     , 

«  Edward  Forfter,  and  Co. 
P.  and  C.  Van  Notten, 
and  Co.  obje&iog  to  the 
publifhing  the  Lift  of 
Names  of  Proprietors  of 
Unclaimed  Dividends. 

"  C.  and  R.  Puller." 

The  bill  was  read  a  fecond  time,  and  moved  to  be  corn- 
pitted. 
Mr.  Fox  now  rifuig,  obferved  that,  notwithstanding  the  Mr.  Foe 
riety  of  remarks  which  had  proceeded  frotn  thofe  who  had 
)  flrenuoufly  contended  in  favour  of  the  bill,  he  mult  take 
liberty  to  declare  that,  in  his  opinion,  not  one  (ingle  ar- 
ument  had  afcertained,  even  in  the  fmalleft  degree,  the  pro- 
riety  of  its  objt£r.     A  petition  againft  it  bad  juft  appeared 
lom  the  Bank  Proprietors,  and  no  doubt  could  be  entertained 
7  the  weight  which  ought  to  be  allowed  to  their  oppoGtion ; 
ut,  for  hi*  own  part,  his  tli  (approbation  extended  not  merely 
>  the  contents,  but  to  the  principle,  of  the  bill,  and  this  dif- 
probation  he  would  certainly  take  occasion   to  exprefs, 
"whenever  the  principle  fhould  be  the  fubjedfc  of  debate.  Upon 
the  prefent  occaiion,  he  was  of  opinion,  that   the  debate 
fhould  be  adjourned,  till  the  contents  of  the  petition  againft 
the  bill,  which  had  now  been  read,  fhould  fall  under  a  cosi- 
-  plete  investigation.     For  his  own  part,  he  had  now,  for  the 
>  £rft  time,  heard   the   petition  read,  and  doubted  not  that 
;  there  were   many  gentlemen  in   the  Houfe  who  were  in  the 
fame  predicament.     Previoufly  ft  rangers  to  the  contents  of 
the  petition,  it  could  not  be  expeded  that  they  fhould  have 
become  matters  of  them,  or  be  enabled  to  pay  them  the  regard 
to  which  they  were  entitled  from  a  firft  curfory  liearing.  And 
furely,   the  folemnity  which  ought  to  be  obferved  in  a  point 
of  fuch  importance,  required  that  previoufly  to  the  debate, 
the  contents  of  the  petition  fhould  be  fully  known  and  ex- 
amined, that  they  might  be  allowed  their  proper  weight  and 
influence,  in  affifting  the  reafoning,  regulating  the  opinion,  ^ 

and  guiding  the  decifion,  which  fhould  be  adopted.  In  op- 
pofing  the  bill,  the  authority  of  the  Bank  was  great — his  own 
was  lefs  than  nothing ;  and  therefore,  when  moving  for  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  he  muff  be  confidered  as  princi- 
pally ailing  from  a  refpeftful  deference  for  the  opinions  of  fo 
important  a  body. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Pitt.    .    Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  having  contended  that  no  delays 
neceffary,  remarked,    that   the  petition  contained  nol 
which  to  him  appeared  of  any  weight ;  and  whatever  rep 
was  due  to  the  authority  of  the  petition,  it  was  to  be  act 
fured  only  by  the  nature  of  the  arguments  upon  which  tk 
had  founded  their  petition.     The  right  honourable  gentlenl 
had  difclaimed  his  own  authority  in  any  oppofition  which 
might  give  to  the  hill,  but  no  one  would  doubt  his  abilin 
to  It  ate  the  grounds  upon  which  he  oppofed  :  and  as  his 
was  fo  decidedly  made  up  on  the  fubje&,  be  was  cert 
prepared,  without  farther  delay,  to  purfue  the  debate  on 
fide  of  the  queflion  which  he  efpoufed.  It  had  beea  a  Hedge 
that  the  public  creditors  would  be  affe&ed  by  the  bill  tothf 
difadvantage,  without  tljeir  own  confent :    the  very  re 
he  could  affirm  was  the  cafe;    and  it  was  but  natural 
thofe  who  had  brought  in  the  hill,  having  been  accufed 
patronizing  a  meafure,  which,  in   its  confluences,  w<H 
1       prove  injurious  to  the  public  credit,  fhould  feel  impatient 
vindicate  themfelves  from  a  charge  of  fo  black  a  nature, 
to  prove  that  the  advantages  which  they  propofed  from 
bill  would  not  produce  any  national  mi  (chief  or  incon 
even  in  the  fmalleft  degree. 
-Mr.  Aid.      Mr.  Alderman  fVatfon  obferved,  that  the  Bank'Propri 
Watfon.  had,  in  prefenting  a  petition,  adted  with  the  greateft 
priety,  as  they  had  put  themfelves  in  the  fituation  of 
perfous  who  were  abfentj  and  exercifed  that  attention 
vigilance,  with  regard  to  their  property,  which  they  h*h 
.    right  to  expefi  from  thofe  to  whom  it  was  en  traded. 
Mr.  Fox.  •    Mr.  Fax  repeated  that  his  own  objections  to  the  bill  i 
infurmountable,  and  that  even  if  jhe  Proprietors  ha<H 
fented  to  the  meafure,  his  oppofition,  though  it  might  I 
been  diminifhed,  would  not  have  been  removed.    He  mU 
not  any  adjournment  on   his.  own  account,  nor  flipnM* 
find  any  difficulty  at  prefent  in  putting  a  dire£k  negative! 
the  bill.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  exprefled Mi 
felf  impatient  to  prove  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  allegata 
againft  the  bill  were  ill  founded.     If  this  were  really  itec* 
it  was  ftrange  that  his  impatience  fliould  not  have  tali 
proper  operation,  and  produced  its  natural  efle&s,    It«J 
extraordinary  that,  inftead  of  the  mode  of  proceeding  wwflB 
4  .  he  had  adopted  in  the  conduit  of  the  bufinefs,  heftw>aM*J 

have  fetout  with  dating  the  grounds  upon  which  he  foow*. 
his  bill.  He  doubted  not,  indeed,  that  he  might  be  impawn 
to  urge.his  caufe ;  but  he  could  not  fee  that  it  was  theiwfl 
proper  for  the  Houfe,  in  a  queftion  of  fuch  important** 
be  impatient  to  decide  between  him  and  the  Bank*  MJ" 
the  ability  which  it  might  be  fuppofed  that  he  wouMj  *"• 
neceffary,  difplay  in  efpoufing  his  own  fide  of  the  queftio^» 
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it  was  previously  requefted  that  attention  mould  be  paid  to 
Ike  oppofite  opinions  of  the  Bank.  Great  as  his  authority 
teas,  ic  was  certainly,  on  the  prefent  fubjefl,  not  to  be  put 
in  competition  with  the  authority  of  the  Bank. 

The  form  of  the  petition  was  indeed  fingular :  it  had  ex-  • 
fefeeded  the  ufual  length  of  petitions,  as  inlfcead  of  having  re- 
eourfe  to  Counfel,  the  petitioners  had  interwoven  thejr  argu- 
ments in  the  body  of  the  petition  itfelf.  But  this  form, 
(hough  lefs  common,  was  not  lefs  refpeclful  to  the  Houfe; 
bor  was  the  petition  on  this  account  lefs  entitled  to  the  at- 
tentive confideration  .and  ferious  regard  which  the  high  im- 
portance of  the  fubjed  demanded.  When  the  principle  of 
the  bill  mould  come  to  he  debated,  he  mould  certainly  ftate 
the  grounds  on  which  he  founded*  his  oppofition,  nor  did  his 

Efent  motion  for  an  adjournment  at  all  proceed  from  any 
re  to  make  up  his  mind  on  the  fubjedt,  but  merely  from 
fee  regard  which  he  confidered  as  due  to  the  petition  of  fo 
fcfpedable  a  body.  The  hunger- in  of  the  bill  had,  indeed, 
ftewn  himfelf  aware  of  the  propriety  of  adjournment,  by 
lb  attempt  tot  evade  the  force  of  the  argument.  He  had 
fcppofed  that  thofe  who  difapproved  of  the  bill,  might  be 
jprepared  without  farther  delay  to  (late  the  grounds  of  their 
oppoiiiion.  But  he  would  afk  any  gentleman,  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  been  ftruck  with  the  firft  curfory  hearing  - 
ofthe  petition,  whether  the  arguments  appeared  to  be  fuch  as 
he  ought  to  regard,  whether  they  were  fuch  as  ought,  at  the 
firft  view;  to  be  decided  upon,  or  were  entitled  to  clofer  ex- 
amination and  more  deliberate  inquiry.  Such  were  th6  con- 
siderations which  induced  him  to  move,  "  That  the  debate 
*  fhou  d  he  adjourned  to  this  day  fe'nnight." 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  contended  that  the  prefent  queftion  Mr.  Pitt, 
was  not  .on  the  merits  of  the  bill,  but  whether  the  petition 
was  fuch  ascught  to  occafion  delay.  If  it  were  admitted, 
ft  would  give  their  conftituents  an  undue  power  of  influenc- 
ing the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe,  as  when  they  wifhed  to 
fcppofe  any  meafure,  they  would  only  have  to*prefent  a  pe- 
tition on  the  eve  ofthe  fecond  reading  of  a  bill ;  and  thus, 
the  progrefs  of  the  public  bufinefs  would  become  materially 
letarded  and  injured. 

Sir  Benjamin  Hammet  having  premifed  that  the  petition  sir  Benj. 
was  prefented  as  early  as  poffibly,  remarked,  that  the  ftock-  Hammet. 
holders,  who  were  latisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  their 
iotereft  was  at  prefent  paid,  and  who  were  averfe  to  any  al- 
teration, had  meant  likewife  to  have  prefented  a  petition 
againft  the  bill,  and  had  defifted  principally  at  his  diffuafion, 
kecaufe  be  was  convinced  that  the  meeting  of  fo  numerous  a 
body  might  have  been  attended  with  fome  circumftance  of 

tumult 
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tumult  or  tfifordety    He  w*i  perfu4ded  that  the  Bank  offing*^ 
Is^nd  would  be  willing  to  lend  the  Mtntfter  the  fan  of  fi 
hundred  thoufynd  pounds,  upon  public  ferocity,  without  ii 
tereft,  fo  long  as  the  fame  (hould  be  unclaimed. 
circumftance  which  rendered  him  defxrous  that  the 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  for  an  adjournment 

'  not  be  reGfted,  was,  that  he  meant  to  move  for  a  call  of 

I-Joufe,  as  the  queftion  was  of  the  greateft  importance  to 
public,  funds,  and  the  mod  interfiling  to  the  national 
which  had.  been  agitated  fmce  the  Revolution,     The  ohjed 
the  bill  h?d  npt  been  rightly  understood.     It  extended  to 
Abating  balance,  and  had  generally  been  underftood  as 
ing  oply  the  unclaimed  dividends.     He  untreated,  heconj 
e4,  hie  implored  the  Minifter  not  to  oppofe  the  adjour 
The  appropriating  of  the  floating  balance  he  considered  ; 
meafure  attended  with  mote  circumflances  of  impropriety 
danger  than  the  feizing  the  cafli  and  papers  of  a  pri 
banker. 

Mr.Grcy.       Mr.  Grey  rofe  tp  remove  the  imputation  from  the  Bank 
having  deferred  their  oppofition  to  the  laft,  with  a  view 
occafioning.  delay  to  the  progrefs  of  bufinefs,  an  impm 
which  he  did  not  conceive  due  to  fo  refpe&able  a  body. 
Thofe  who  recolledled  the  progrefs  of  the  bill  could 
complain  of  the  delay  which  had  attended  bringing  for1 
the  petition.     It  was  neceflary  that  they  fhould  prevk 
be  in  ppfjiifion  of  the  bill,  which. had  only  been  read  a 
time  on  Wednefday.  . 
Mr-        _  Mr.  Tborntm  ftated,  that  two  meetings,  confining  of 

Thornton  Wfar<js  0f  three  hundred  perfons,  had  been  obliged  to  difj 
for  want  of  copies  of  the  bill,  and  that  the  petition  had 
,  been  prepared  upon  the  preceding  day. 

Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  a  copy  of  the  bill, 
foon  as  it  had  been  printed,  was  nut  into  the  hands  of  t! 
honourable  gentleman.  '  J  t  was  difficult  to  conceive  that  tru 
cquIu  beany  mifapprehenfion  with  regard  to  the  ohjed 
the  bill,  as  he  had  corfedcly  ftated  the  appropriation  of 
flying  balance,  and  as  it  had  been  fome  years  fince  fvt\ 
to  appropriate  the  unclaimed  dividend**  and  the  fcheme 
been  laid  afu!e  on  account  of  the  trifling  amount  of  the  fa 
Mr.  Mr.  fVindham  faid,  that  the  argument  again  ft  the  adjoooH 

Wiadbaa*  menr,  drawn  from  the  delay  of  the  petitioners,  was  not 

1              clufive.     If  fucb  delay,  ftiould,  in  any  inftance,  prove 
effefl  of  artifice,  and  proceed  from  an  intention  to  embi 
ai)d  retard  the  proceediagsdf  the  Houfe*  they  werecerti 
competent  to  decide  on  fuch  artifice,  and  treat  it  with  da*-» 
,  difregqrd.    JJpt  the  argument  in  the  prefentinftancewasb**! 
of  JJittle  weight,  as  nq  fych  artifice  or  intention.  cooleV' 
. , douttedfji 
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tubtedly,  be  imputable  to  the  Bank*  This  petition  was  the 
ttural  efFeft  and  operation  of  the  bill,  and  could  not  there- 
re  have  been  expected  to  have  been  brought  forward  fooner. 
might  be  very  true,  indeed,  that  the  Minifter  had  ftated 
irrectly  the  objed  of  the  bill,  the  appropriation  of  the  float* 
g balance;  but  it  was  of  lcfs  confequence  to  the  prefent 
leftion  in  what  manner  it  had  been  under  flood  by  the 
oblic. 

Mr.  Montagu  conceived,  that  the  rending  of  the  arguments  Mr. 
the  petition  was  equivalent  to  the  hearing  of  Counfel,  and  Montagu 
lowed  the  Haufe  as  much  ground  to  proceed  upon  in  their 
cillon.  He  was  convinced  that  juftice  would  be  done  to 
*  petition  in  the  future  ftages  of  the  bill,  and  wifhed  the 
oufe  to  proceed  with  the  debate,  that  the  cuftomary  rules 
igbt  not  fuffer  by  a. deviation* 

The  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  remarked,  that  a  notification  of  the  Mailer  of 
11  had  been  given  on  the  25th  February,  and  that  as  an  inti-  the  Rolls* 
tttion  of  the  intention  of  bringing  forward  any  meafure 
lowed  fufficient  ground  for  petitioners  to  proceed  upon,  the 
ink  might  certainly  have  been  much  earlier  in   their  ap- 
Keation.     Still,  however,  there  was  no  neceflity  for  an  ad- 
ornment.    The  commitment  did  not  exclude  any  attention 
tthe  petition.     It  was  not  reqqifite  that  the  Committee 
fluid  be  appointed  for  an  early  day,  and  there  would  be  fuf- 
aent  opportunity,  during  the  future  ftages  of  the  bill,  for 
fconfj  deration  conne&ed  with  its  confequences. 
Mr.  Fox  underftood  that  it  was  the   rule  that  the  fecond  Mr.  Fox. 
•ding  was  the  time  at  which  the  principle  of  a  bill  was  to 
taken  into  confideration. 

The  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  confidered  it  as  perfe<91y  compe-  Mafter  of 
It  for  any  application  to  be  made  to  the  Houfe  relative  to  the  Rolls* 
^tendency  of  a  bill,  from  the  moment  that  leave  was 
Wed  for  to  bring  it  in, 
Mr.  Fox  did  not  confide*  this  as  the  rule. 
[r.  Rofe  agreed  with  the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls,  in  thinking  Mr.  R*fc, 
application  might  be  made  to  the  Houfe  relative  to  any 
upon  the  firft  intimation  of  the  intention  that  it  fhould 
rought  forward.  a  ^ 

hit  Speaker  was  of  opinion,  that  a  petition  might  be  pre-  The 
hi  againft  a  bill,  upon  the  motion  for  leave  to  bring  it  Speaker 
iving  naffed  the  Houfe;  but  this  certainly  was  not  the 
e  of  the  Houfe ;  and  the  common  method,  therefore, 
to  prefent  the  petition  againft  the  principle  of  a  bill  upon 
iecond  reading  :  it  was  true,  indeed,  that  there  were 
later,  and  even  to  the  laft  ftage  of  the  bill,  periods'  it 
"ii  thofe  who  were  interefted,  and  thought  they  might  be 
eved  hv  the  operation  of  an  intended  bill,  might  peti- 
Iol.  X&Viy.  4B  tionj 
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"  -  tion ;   but  he  thought  the  fecond  reading,  as  he  foi 

ftated,  was  the  molt  regular  time. 

Mr.  Rofc.      Mr.  Rofi  obferved,  that  he  only  meant  to  argue  in  fa* 
jof  the  competency  of  the  Bank  of  England  to  have  prefi 
;  their  petition  at  any  time  after  notice  was  given  for  leave] 

bring  in  the  bill,  as  well  as  on  the  fecond  reading,  or  any f 
ture  ftage  of  the  bill,  and  he  thought  it  would   then  " 
been  fully  as  proper  as  now,  and  have  occasioned  much  I 
confufion-  and  hurry, 
Mr*  Mr.  Thornton  wiflied  to  have  the  Court  of  DireQors  1 

Xhornton  the  Proprietors  freed  as  much  as  pofliblefrom  any  intc 
delay  in  bringing  up  their  petition,  which  they  had  dq 
foon  as  they  poffibly  could.     He  ftated,  that  it  was  ve 
dom  that  the  Bank  of  England  had  occafion  to  troubled 
vernment;  and  that  he  believed  it  was  about  feventy; 
fincetthey  had  addreffed  Government  in  this  manner, 
candor  and  confidence  which  the  Directors  and  Propri 
feemed  to  evince  in  the  (,io  vernment,  was  one  ftrong  1 
why  they  a&ed  more  delicately,  than  perhaps  they  othfift) 
•  would  have  done,  wifliing  at  the  fame  time  to  lee  tWT 
and  become  fully  acquainted  with  its  contents  and  1 
before  they  ventured  to  give   any  opinion  of  it  ataH;:4 
particularly  to  have  every  information  they  could  get,  I 
they  drew  up  the  petition.  . 

Mr.Burkc      Mr.  Burke  conceived  that  every  perfon  who  thought! 
felf  aggrieved  by  the   nature  or  tendency  of  bills,  w4$f 
pofleffed,  as  a  fubjedV,  of  the  right  to  petition  againft  I 
•    *  whilft  they  were  depending  in  the  Houfe,  and  this 

period  of  difcuffion,  from  the  introduction  to  the 
bills  in  Parliament ;  though  he  agreed  perfe6Hy  will 
Chair,  and  with  his  right  honourable  friend,  that  wh 
petition  was  againft  the  principle  of  the  bill, '  certain 
moil  regblar  and  ufual  ftage  to  prefent  it  was  on  the 
reading;  if  that,  however,  (hould  be  omitted,  he 
feel  much  concern,  indeed,  if  the  opportunity  were 
fuch  an  important  occafion,  as  that  to  which  the  at! 
of  the  Houfe  was  at  prefent  called.  With  regard  to'j 
titiononthe  table,  the  fa6ts  it  contained  had  great 
with  hitn,  hecaufe  he  could  not  help  confidering  thef 
England  as  very  high  authority  upon  acpieftion  To  j 
connefled,  not  merely  with  their  own  credit  and  < 
but  alfo  with  the  public  credit  of  the  nation  ;  and! 
unanimity  which  had  prevailed  amongft  the  petitioner^.] 
certainly  were  much  better  acquainted  with  the  queftfoid 
he  was,  or  many  gentlemen  prefent  were^  in  expreffingj 
Jentiments  fo  fully  in  the  petition,  and  thefe  fentifl 
ing  confirmed  by  the  authority  of  three  honourable] 
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|n  tfieir  places,  who  were  all  Bank  Dire&orsj  he,  for  on«, 
Braft  undoubtedly  think  and  fay,  that  the  petition'  merited, 
Ind  ought  to  have,  a  mature  deliberation.  He  like  wife  ap^ 
plaudcd  the  cautious  and  refpectful  manner  in  which  they  had 

frcceeded,  by  waiting  till  they  faw,  and  could  judge  of,  the 
ill,  before  they  uttered  any  complaints  ;  and  lie  was  fur* 
prifed  at  thofe  arguments  which  had  accufed  them  of  intent- 
ional delay,  in  order  to  retard  the  progrefs  of  the  bill,  which 
C  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  had  ufed  ;  he  had  fpoken 
if  he  wifhed  they  had  taken  fire  at  once  upon  the  firft  no- 
Joe  of  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill,  a  condud  which  he  fhould 
bve  thought  highly  blameable  and  factious.  An  honourable 
Director  had  dated  the  long  time  which  had  elapfed  fmCe  the 
pank  of  England  had  any  occafion  to  differ  with  the  Govern* 
£ttnt  of  the  country,  a  cincumftance  that  was  highly  ho- 
nourable to  both  the  Government  and  the'Bank.  The  latter 
ptta  great  public  body,  and  had  a&ed  as  fuch  with  the  ut- 
Jftft  propriety,  and  in  full  confidence  with  the  Government 
IT*  cop  fiance  which  merited  the  fulled  fupport.  Yet,  how- 
ler much  be  might  feel  himfelf  inclined  to  encourage  and 
krefene  fuch  a  confidence,  there  was  no  degree  of  confidence 
h  any  relative  fituation  which  ought  to  he  unlimited,  or 
(rthcut  reafonable  bounds.  Thus,  in  his  opinion,  the  Bank, 
Ift  this  in  ft::  nee,  had  a&ed  much  more  properly  than  if  they 
m  followed  the  ideas  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  who, 
Slfiead  of  letting  them  fee  and  confidrr  the  hill,  wifhed  them 
p  have  taken  the  alarm  upon  the  bare  mention  of  leave  to 
jting  it  in,  and  to  have  called  out  their  guard  ro  meet  it  on 
p  nrft  entering  into  the  Houfe,  before  they  knew  what  it 
s*  This  rapidj  quick,  and  precipitate  oppofition  to  it, 
old  certainly  have  been  much  more  in  the  fide  of  the 
ffian  exeicife,  than  of  a  wife,  deliberate,  and  refpe£rable 
lie  body,  as  they  bad  fhewn  themfelves  to  be.  lndepen- 
t  of  the  opinion  of  the  Bank,  Mr.  Burke  thought  it  ne- 
"  ry  that  the  Memhers  fhould  have  more  leifure  to  make 
jb  their  minds  qpon  the  information  which  was  now,  for  the 
frft  time,  before  them,  not  merely  to  confider  what  were  the 
(pinions  of  the  Bank  Proprietors,  but  to  afcertain  alfo  what 
iPeight  thofe  opinions  ought  to  have  when  contrafted  to  the 
Ifopofition  which  thev  oppofed. 

P  Mr.  Afitjord  conceived,  that  fufficient  time  had  been  given  Mr. 
19  thofe  in  the  Houfe,  and  thofe  concerned  out  of  the  Houfe.. Mitford. 
This  he  confidercd  to  be  the  proper  time  to  go  into  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill.  He  was  of  the  fame  opinion  with  thofe  ho- 
totirable  gentlemen  who  argued  that  the  Bank,  if  they  had 
Ittei  ded  to  bring  up  a  petition  againft  the  bill,  had  enjoyed 
llcnty  of  time  fmce  the  25th  of  February,,  when  the  notice 
wis  given.     Then,  he  infilled,  and  ever  fince  that  time,  it 

4B2  had 
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:  had  been  perfedHy  competent  for  them  to  have  petitiono 

ind  been  heard  by  Counfel,  which  he  would  have  approvi 
of,  before  the  bill  came  this  length.  The  .petition  being 
fented  to-day,  he  thought,  was  only  meant  for  delay, 
could  anfwer*  no  good  purpofe;  but  if  the  Houie  would 
at  the  petition,  they  would  find  that  the  prefent  motion  w 
farther  than  it  did.  There  was  no  prayer  from  the  Bank 
put  off  the  commitment  of  the  bill,  or  for  any  delay;  th 
arguments  went  againft  the  principle  of  the  bill  entirely,  a 
certainly  this  was  the  proper  ftage  to  debate  that  point, 
had  been  mentioned  feveral  times  that  the  bill  had  been  a 
underftood,  an  argument  that  he  thought  fcarcely  c< 
have  been  ufed,  after  the  manner  in  which  the  bufinefs 
firft  opened  by  his  right  honourable  friend. 
Mr.M.  A.  Mr.  Af.  A.  Taylor  declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  atn 
Taylor,  made  againft  the  public  credit  and  character  of  the  nal 
was  one  of  the  ftrongeft  meafures  which  had  ever  beenadof 
ed  by  any  Adminiftration.  H$  replied  principally  to  M 
Mittord's  arguments,  who  had  thought  that  the  Bank  dm 
1  have  been  heard  by  Counfel;  he  contended  they  had  tibfe 
much  better  way  in  the  petition  which  lay  on  the  tabk^" 
would  give  more  information,  if  time  was  allowed  to 
Members,  and  lefs  trouble,  than  if  they  had  employed  ~ 
fel.  Upomthe  prefent  occnfion,  the  dignity  and  joflice 
the  Houfe  required  their  ferious  attention  to  the  petition,  p 
ticularly  when  it  muft  be  allowed,  that  not  only  the  credit! 
the  Bank  of  England,  and  the  interefts  of  the  public  ct ' 
tors  of  the  nation,  but  the  fights  and  interefts  of  many 
reigners,  were  deeply  involved  in  this  novel,  and,  in 
mind,  unwarranted  propofition,  fraught  with  many 
chievous  confluences,  and  no  one  pofliblegood  purpofe. 
The  queftion  was  put  on  the  motion  of  adjournment! 
the  Houfe  divided ; 

Ayes,  82;  Noes,  173.     Majority  97. 

The  debate  on  the  queftion,  that  the  bill  be  coromil 

was  then  refumed. 

Mr.  Fox.      Mr.  Fox  now  rofe,    and  obferved,    that  notwithftai 

that  it  appeared  to  be  the  general  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  that' 

unclaimed  dividends  were  not  the  objeft  of  the  bill  which 

defigned  to  oppofe,  but  that  five  hundred  thoufand 

•of  the  floating  balance,  out  of  feven    hundred,  which 

ft  a  ted  to.be  in  the  Bank,  were  to   be  taken  from  thence 

Government,  and  appropriated;  yet  certainly  it  was  un<fe£ 

ftood,  and  it  did  nofc  appear,  from  any  expreffions  in  the  H& 

tion  that  was  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequctf* 

leave  to  bring  in  the  bill,  that  he  hitafclf  nnderftood  ray  t^B 

elfe  than  the  unclaimed  dividends;  he  ihoukl,  however,  pi* 

ceed  upon  the obje&  o\  the  bill,  as  it  was  now  explained** 

under*  *J 
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underftood.  His  objeftians  to  the  principle  of  the  bill  he  di- 
vided into*  two  heads.  Firft,  it  was  utterly  fubverfive  of 
public  credit,  upon  which  the  importance  and  profperity  of 
this  country  materially  depended.  Secondly,  it  was  a  direS 
inrafion  of  the  property  of  the  Bank,  which  had  an  ufufruc- 
toary  right  to  this  floating  balance.  He  would  begin  with 
this  latter  point,  becaufe  its  prior  difcuflion  would  more  eafily 
lead  into  the  examination  of  the  former  poiition.  All  pro- 
perty, however  acquired,  provided  that  the  acqtrifition  was 
legal,  whether  by  induftry,  or  by  trade,  was  equally  entitled 
to  the  protection  of  the  laws;  and  as  banking  is  a  trade  ac- 
knowledged and  authorifed  by  law,  fo  the  profits  of  a  Ban- 
ker were  entitled  to  the  fame  prote&ion  with  every  other 
Jpccies  of  property.  But  the  Bank  of  England  was,  with 
idpe&  to  the  floating  balance,  to  be  con  fide  red  in  no  other 
'fight  than  that  of  a  private  banker,  who  is  a  truftee  to  the 
owner  for  the  money  which  is  depofited  with  him,  and  ac- 
-coontable  to  that  owner  whenfoever  he  is  called  upon  by 
Inn :  the  truft  is  the  fame  in  both  cafes ;  the  election  is  the 
fane;  the  fame  kind  of  fecurity  attaches  ;  the  fame  duties, 
the  fame  advantages  refult  from  the  connexion ;  and  certainly 
it  could  not  be  denied,  but  that  the  cafe  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, with  refpeft  to  its  cuftomers,  which  the  public  credi- 
tors, who  did  not  call  for  their  dividends  immediately  as  they 
kcame  due,  was  fubftantially  the  fame  with  that  of  a  private 
tanker  with  refpedl  to  his  cuftomers,  who  left  money  in  his 
ftop.  It  was  fubftantially  the  fame,  although,  indeed,  fome 
little  difference  occurred  in  the  form  of  drawing  the  money 
put  in  the  one  cafe  and  in  the  other ;  for,  in  the  cafe  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  there  was  a  power  of  Attorney  neceffary, 
which  was  not  required  in  the  other  cafe;  but  furely,  this 
made  no  difference  as  to  the  fubftance  of  the  thing.  A  gen- 
tleman living  in  the  country  has  a  dividend  of  100L  paid  into 
the  Bank,  he  does  not  want  the  money,  he  will  not  be  at  the 
Btpence  of  going  up  to  town  to  receive  it,  or  he  has  no  occa- 
6on  to  ufe  it  if  he  did  ;  he  waits  then  till  the  occafion  arifes  ; 
Will  any  one  be  abfurd  enough  to  fuppofe,  or  mad  enough  to 
contend,  that  in  all  this  interval,  the  Bank  of  England  is 
not,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes,  as  his  private  banker ;  that 
it  has  not  the  fame  advantages  with  his  private  banker,  and 
the  fame  ufufrudluary  property  in  the  money  fo  committed 
to  its  care. 

The  floating  balance,  which  was  now  to  be  feizrd  upon, 
*as  precifelvthat  which  he  now  put  for  the  fake  of  argu- 
ment. The  dividends  unclaimed  for  any  long  firries  of  vears 
were  fcarcely  any  ;  thofe  unclaimed  for  twenty- five  01  thirty 
fears  were  very  trifling;  and  the  floating  balance  was  mo- 
ney, the  claims  of  which  were,  of  a  date  fo  recent,  that  it  was   ^ 

fully 
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fully  proved  it  was  left  there  voluntarily,  until  occafios 
fliould  arile  to  the  owner  of  it  for  its  ufe.  This  being  the 
cafe,  what  does  this  bill  do?  It  violently  feizes,  and  convertt 
to  public  ufe,  money  which  is  as  diftinft  from  all  publk 
claim,  as  the  money  lodged  at  the  houfe  of  Mr.  Diummoni, 
or  any  other  banking-houfe  in  London  :  it  fays,  yourcufto- 
mers,  A,  B,  and  C,  have  lodged  with  you  700,0901.,  « 
will  take  500,0001,  of  it,  and  apply  it  as  we  think  fit;  itii 
true,  that  we  have  no  letter  of  attorney,  no  order  from  A, 
B,  and  C,  for  what  we  do ;  tkofe  gentlemen  we  have  no  con- 
ne&ion  with;  we  do  not  come  as  their  friends,  but  we  will 
take  the  money,  and  make  ufe  of  it.  Some  gentlemen  bad 
chofen,  during,  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  to  contend,  that  the 
dividends  being  public  property,  the  Public  had  a  right  to 
make  ufe  of  them  ;  but  this  certainly  was  Hot  the  h&;  for 
the  very  moment  that  the  money  iflued  from  the  Exchequer, 
it  ceafed  to  be  public  property,  and  was  as  much  the  property 
of  individuals,  as  any  other  fpecies  of  property  whatever; 
and  a"s  it  became  the  property  of  individuals,  fo  every  circum- 
flance  which  attended  private  property  immediately  attached 
to  it.  Here  then,  alio,  that  ufufrufluary  right  of  the  Bank 
of  England  did  moft  necefTarily  attach ;  for,  the  right  of  hank- 
ers to  make  ufe  of  the  money  lodged  with  them  in  the  way 
of  trade,  was  a  circumftance  attending  private  property 
which  could  not  more  eahly  be  diverted  from  it  than  any  of 
the  other  circurnftances  and  qualities  that  attend  it.  Here, 
then,  there  was  no  difference  whether  the  money  left  in  the 
U;:nk  was  left  there  by  way  of  dividend,  or  whether  it  was 
rnor.cy  which  had  been  received  from  the  rents  of  a  hn<W 
eft  ate,  or  froai  any  kind  of  capital,  and  there  depofited  ky 
the  own.  is  ;  excepting,  indeed,  -as  the  diffcience  airefled  in 
a  more  favourable  manner  the  money  left  by  way  of  dividend, 
been  ufe  that  fpecies  of  property  was  always  deemed,  and  julUf 
deemed,  more  facred  and  inviolable  than.any  other :  all  other 
property  might  be  taxed  ;  rents  from  land  might  br  taxed; 
'the  profits  of  trade  might  be  taxed,  but  the  intereft  ariiiflg 
to  the  public  creditor  could  not  be  taxed  ;  for  there  was  an 
implied  contrail  to  that  efFe&,  much  lefs  could  it  be  vio- 
lently fei^ed  on  and  appropriated,  when  it  was  admitted  tint 
other  property  lefs  facred,  lefs  inviolable,  could  not,  unflVr 
fimilar  circurnftances,  he  meddled  with  at  all.  Hence  it  on- 
anfvverably  followed,  that  the  Government  were  equally  en* 
titled  to  take  an  account  of  all  the  balances  in  the  bands  01 
the  different  Pankers,  and  to  tell  them,  "  So  much  is  enough 
"  for  you  to  keep  in  your  fhop,  fo  much  for  you,  ftc— : >ve 
li  will  take  all  the  furplus  becaufe  we  want  it,  and  we  will 
(C  leave  you  enough  to  go  on  with.**  The  fame  principle 
would  bear  out  Government  in 'this  invafion  of  private  pro- 
perty, 
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j^rty,  asip  the  matter  now  before  the  Houfe;  nnd  ^though 
gentlemen  might  think  that  this  mode  of  reafoning  was  pufned 
very  far,  yet  he  could  allure  them  it  wasperfedtly  applicable; 
for  there  could  not  be  a  more  certain  proof  of  a  bad  principle, 
or  of  no  principle  at  all,  than  that  all  the  confequences  which 
Ve  deduced  from  it  ftiould  not  be  juftified,  and  that  we  fiiould 
defend  in  fome  cafes,  and  condemn  in  others,  when  there  is 
ne  real  difference  exifting  between  the  cafes.  With  refpedfc 
to  the  pofnion  that  public  credit  would  be  materially  injured 
fcy  this  proceeding,  Mr.  Fox  argued  that  there  was  nothing 
1b  inn  pie  as  to  aflign  the  caufe,  whether  of  public  or  private 
Credit.  Credit  in  general  was  maintained  by  keeping  your 
Tfford,  and  it  was  loll  by  breaking  it.  Now,  all  aas  of  Par- 
liament, by  which  money  was  borrowed  from  individuals, 
yas  (imply  a  contrail  between  the  Public  and  the  faid  indi- 
viduals. Supposing,  for  inftance,  that  I  agree  to  lend  the 
"Public  onp  hundred  pounds,  for  which  the  Public  makes  a 
reciprocal  engagement  that  it  will  pay  me  three  pounds  a  year; 
iulfo  engages  how  and  when  it  will  pay  me.  When  ?  As 
that  it  will  pay  me  thirty  (hillings  upon  the  ift  of  January,  \ 
and  thirty  {hillings  in  half  a  year  afterwards.  How  ?  As  that 
U  will  iffue  the  money  to  the  Bank,  which  Bank  fhall  pay  it 
over  to  me.  Now  the  annuity,  the  time  of  paying  it,  and 
the  manner  of  paying  it,  are  all  parts  of  one  indivilible  con- 
traft;  and  you  may,  with  the  fame  right,  deftroy  one  part 
of  a  contrail  as  another?  But  you  will  lay,  is  your  fecurity 
the  worfe  for  having  the  money  re-abforbed  into  the  Exche- 
quer? Do  you  doubt  our  means,  or  our  faith?  To  this  I 
anfwer,  it  is  not  the  quefiion  now  whether  my  fitualion  is 
Tendered  better  or  worfe  ;  the  queition  is,  whether  you  fulfil 
the  terms  of  your  contradl  ?  It  is  evident  that  you  did  not 
fulfil  them;  and  therefore  you  have  not  kept  your  word,  and 
your  faith  is  violated. 

Having  made  thefe  remark?,  Mr.  Fox  next  contended  that 
the  terras  were  not  only  broken  in  general,  which,  upon  the 
abitradt,  was  a  violation  of  a  principle,  whatever  might  bo 
the  confequence  ;  but  they  were  broken  to  the  difudvaotage 
of  the  public  creditor.  Where  the  Bank  war.  the  paymafterj 
tf  they  failed,  there  was  the  fame  action  as  againit  an  indi- 
vidual; the  law  was  clear  and  explicit,  and  the  courie  of  pro- 
ceeding was  defined  ;  but  where  the  Exchequer  turned  pay- 
roafier,  all  wasdarknefs;  there  was  no  proceeding,  nocourfe 
marked  out  by  which  the  injure!  creditor  could  recover  his 
right.  Indeed,  this  was  fo  much  the  cafe,  and  fo  neceflary 
had  it  appeared  to  the  Legiflature  of  this  country,  that  it  had 
always  been  a  molt  ufeful  part  of  their  policy,  inafmuch  as 
to  that  yery  circumflance  we  were  indebted  for  thz  very  great 

Superiority 
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fuperiority  of  the  public  credit  of  Great  Britain,  beyond  that 
cf  all  neighbouring  nations,  to  interpofe  the  Bank  in  all 
t  ran  fa  61  ions  between  the  Public  and  individuals  ;  and  if  thg : 
fadl  was  what  he  had  a  right  to  aflume  that  it  was,  that  this 
interpofition  of  the  Bank  had  been  the  means  of  obtaining 
money  upon  eafier  terms  than  could  have  been  otherwife  ob- 
tained, the  taking  away  this  interpofition,  or  even  alterinj 
or  modifying  it,  was  a  dire&  and  palpable  violation  of  the 
public  faith ;  and  it  was  a  fraud  of  the  bafeft  complexion  to 
receive  an  advantage  for  an  equivalent  which  was  not  main- 
tained, while  the  advantage  was  ft  ill  enjoyed.  Some  auc- 
tions had  been  propofed  to  Counfel,  upon  the  fubje&otthe 
Bank  being  fecurity  to  the  public  creditors  for  the  money,  af- 
ter it  had  been  iffued  from  the  Exchequer  for  the  payment  of 
dividends.  Four  Counfel,  of  the  greateft  eminence  in  their 
profeflion,  had  given  moft  decidedly  their  opinions,  that  the 
Bank  was  a  fecurity  under  thefe  ci re um fiances.  The  Solici- 
tor General,  indeed,  declined  giving  any  opinion  on  the  fub- 
jed,  on  account  of  the  fituation  in  which  he  then  ftoocf. 
But  one  gentleman,  (Mr.  Wood)  upon  whofe  abilities  or 
knowledge  he  did  not  mean  to  call  the  flighteft  imputation, 
did  give  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  Bank  was  not  a  fecurity 
for  monies  fo  iffued,  Mr.  Wood,  doubtlefs,  had  not  con- 
/fjdered  fufficiently  the  feveral  a&s  by  which  the  money  was 
directed  to  be  paid  to  the  Bank  :  certainly,  if  the  Bans  was 
not  fecurity,  thefe  afls  required  a  moft  fpeedy  revifion.  For, 
'  who  was  the  fecurity  ?  If  the  Bank  was  not,  it  was  the  &• 
ftier  of  the  Bank  ;  fo  that  upon  the  conduft  of  one  indivi-* 
dual,  the  integrity  of  the  public  faith,  the  fecurity  of  all  the 
public  creditors,  the  dignity,  the  importance,  the  very  ex- 
Sftence  of  the  State,  depended,  according  to  this  opinion. 
But  furely,  this  was  not  the  cafe  upon  any  ground  of  rea- 
foning.  Did  not  the  Bank  appoint  its  own  Cafliiers;  and 
was  it  not  therefore  refponfible  for  the  a&s  of  its  fervant, 
whom  it  had  itfelf  inverted  with  this  trufl?  ?  So  that  although 
the  money  is,  indeed,  direfted  to  be  paid  to  the  Calbitf, 
which  feems  to  have  been  the  ground  of  Mr.  Wood's  opi- 
nion, yet  iris  only  fo  dire&ed  for  form,  and  the  Bankistte 
fubftantial  fecurity  to  the  public  creditor,  and  not  the  indi- 
vidual whom  it  may  chufe  to  appoint  its  Cafhier.  NoWt 
thefe  a&s  which  dire&  the  money  to  be  paid  to  the  Bank  of 
England,  the  policy  of  which  is  not  to  be  doubted,  and  the 
moral  propriety  of  which  has  the  obligation  of  a  contrail,  are 
about  to  be  completely  overturned  by  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  Houfe.  Thefe  a£ts  fay,  you  fliall  fo  pay  the  mo- 
%  ney  of  the  public  creditors;  this  bill  fays,  you  fliall  take  it 

away  again.     Paffmg  from  thefe  obfervations,  Mr.  Fox  thus 

pit 
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put  the  cafe  of  a  contrail  between  A  and  B.  A  wifhes  to 
borrow  a  hundred  pounds  of  B.  B  fays  he  will  lend  him 
the  money,  provided  he  will  repay  it  by  inftalments.  But, 
fays  B,  as  perhaps  I  may  not  know  where  to  find  you,  or  it 
might  put  me  to  fome  inconvenience  to  look  for  you,  you  fhall 
pay  the  money  by  inftalments  into  Mr.  Drummond's  fliop. 
A  confents  to  pay  the  money  by  inftalments  into  Mr.  Drum- 
jnond's  /hop ;  and  Mr.  Drummond,  who  is  now  another 
party  to  the  con  trad,  agrees  to  receive  it.  After  this,  A 
changes  his  mind,  and  pays  the  money  into  the  houfe  of 
Child ;  will  any  body  fay  that  he  has  fulfilled  his  con  trad  ? 
Thefecurity  of  Child  is,  perhaps,  as  good  as  Drummond's, 
feat  if  B  does  not  confent  that  the  fecurity  fhould  be  fhifted, 
Trill  any  one  contend  that  if  Child  fhould  fail,  A  will  have 
performed  his  contra^,  though  he  fhould  have  paid  all  the 
money  to  Child  for  the  ufe  of  B  ?  Now,  what  are  we  about— 
are  we  not  precifely  putting  ourfelves  in  the  fituation  of  B, 
who  has  paid  the  money  of  B,  without  B's  confent,  into  the 
the  houfe  of  Child,  and  fhifted  his  fecurity,  and  broken  his 
contrad.  And  though  it  may  be  afTerted,  that  perfons  hav- 
ing property  in  the  Bank  may  demand  it  before  We  fhift  their 
fecurity,  by  placing  it  in  the  Exchequer,  yet  this  ftatement 
ifalfe;  for,  the  property  of  many  perfons  is  locked  up  in 
tmft ;  fome  are  minors,  fome  are  in  the  Weft  and  fome  are 
in  the  Eaft  Indies.  We-  fhall  have  therefore  committed  the 
injury  in  fome  cafes  where  no  confent  can  be  given;  and,  in 
ethers,  before  the  parties  will  have  been  able  virtually 
to  confent ;  for,  a  virtual  confent  is  all  that  is  contended 
for.  Mr.  Fox  declared  that  he  did  not  entertain  the  moft 
diftant  idea  of  taxing  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Pitt)  with  a  defign  to  confound  the.  unclaimed  dividends 
with  the  floating  balance  of  the  Bank;  this,  however,  he 
would  fay,  that  his  confufion  had  been  of  the  greatcft  fervice 
to  the  Minifter  in  the  profecution  of  this  meafure;  for,  had 
the  Public  been  fpecifically  apprized  of  this  robbery  of  the 
Bank,  the  alarm  would  have  been  taken,  and  the  bill  would 
not  have  been  ripened  to  the  prefent  ft  age  of  maturity.  The 
idea,  indeed,  of  the  public  demand  on  the  unclaimed  divi-  / 
deuds,  was  an  idea  founded  in  ignorance ;  for  there  was  no 
fach  thing  as  any  property  in  this  country  without  a  claim- 
ant; and  in  default  of  any  relations  of  the  deceafed  owners, 
all  property  was  vefted  in  the  King.  Nat  that  he  fhould 
contend  that  the  Public  had  not  a  claim  upon  the  King,  but 
the  legal  diftindion  fhould  be  obferved,  and  whatever  was 
taken  by  the  Public  ought  to  be  taken  in  right  of  the  Public. 
This  meafure  has,  therefore,  hitherto  proceeded  upon  a  fal- 
lacy in  the  public  judgement.  As  to  the  miferable  prece- 
dents adduced  in  favour  of  this  meafure  upon  a  former  day, 
Vol/XXVIII.  4C  they 
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they  were  too  inGgntficant  to  deferve  a  ferioas  refutation.-* 
Upon  principles  of  general  reafoning,  there  could  be  no  doubt, 
Mr.  Fox  added,  but  that  the  queftion  was  entirely  with  hin; 
as  precedents  had  been  adduced,  he  fhould  beg  leave  to  tief- 
pafs  a  little  longer  on  the  patience  of  the  Houfe,  with  form 
obvious  remarks  concerning  their  nature.     The  fir  A:  prece- 
dent was  the  cafe  of  the  Bankers9  debt,  and  this  was  not  at 
all  in  point  according  to  the  prefent  terms  of  the  bill;  for 
this  was  a  bill*  concerning  a  floating  balance,  and   that  was 
fpecifically  a  bill  concerning  unclaimed  dividends.     Then 
was  alio  another  precedent  concerning  annuities  upon  lives, 
where  the  dividends  were  relumed  by  Government,  and  to 
this  he  (hould  anfwer,  that  there  was  a  very  material  diffrac- 
tion between  the  two  cafes ;  for,  when  annuities  are  deter- 
minable upon  lives,  there  is  always  a  preiu  option,  at  a  cer- 
tain diftance  of  time,  that  the  lives  have  expired  ;  a  preemp- 
tion which  never  can  hold  good  with  refpe&  to  perpetual  an* 
nuities.     But  with  refpe£t  to  the  matter  of  precedents,  it  be- 
hoved the  Houfe  moft  carefully  to  avoid  any  meafure  by 
which  a  precedent  could  be  fet  to  countenance  injuftice ;  and 
the  rather  as  there  was  fomewhat  alarming  in  the  ufe  which 
was  made  of  precedents  upon  this  very  occafion.     Precedents 
had  been  ftated,  which  might  not  have  been  quite  justifiable 
at  the  time  they  were  fet,  for  the  fake  of  countenancing  the 
commiffion  of  a  greater  injuftice ;  and  if  this  were  now  to 
be  a  precedent,  he  trembled  to  think  what  were  the  enormi- 
ties, each  greater  than  the  other,  provided  the  fabjed  matter 
had  fome  little  analogy,  which  might  not  be  indulged  with 
a  favourable  reception  under  the  dangerous  cloak  of  prece- 
dent.    As  to  what  had  been  aflerted  concerning  perfons  who 
heM  pecuniary  trufts  under  Government,  and  whofe  balances 
w-jre  taken  out  of  their  hands,  and  vetted  el fe where,  as  in 
the  cafe  of  the  balances  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Pay- 
matter  General,  Treafurer  of  the  Navy,  and  others,  he  de- 
nied that  there  was  the  fmalleft  analogy  by  which  the  Houfe 
could  determine  the  propriety  of  taking  away  the  floating 
balance  from   the  Bank.      The   Paymafter  General,    and 
others,  were  no  parties  to  any  contradt  between  the  Public 
and  thofe  perfons  whom  they  paid  on  the  account  of  the  Pub- 
lic.    The  officers  of  the  array,  or  of  the  navy,  certainly  had 
made  no  ccntraft  with  the  executors  of  Lord  Holland  or  of 
Mr.  Righy.     If  thefe  balances  were  taken  out  of  the  handi 
of  the  executors  of  Lord  Holland  or  of  Mr.  Rigby,  how  were 
they  afFe&ed  ?   or  in  what  manner  could  they  be  faidtob* 
'    parties  to  fuch  a  tranfadlion?  The  complete  futility,  there- 
fore, of  fuch  an  argument,  rendered  it  undeferving  of  con- 
fideration. 
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In  faumiing  up  the  various  arguments  of  his  fpeech,  Mf* 
Fox  contended,  that  if  we  admitted  the  Bank  to  be  truftees 
fo  the  public  creditors  for  the  payment  which  had  been  iflued 
from  the  Exchequer,  a  fact  which  could  not  be  denied  in 
toft;  or  if  we  admitted  that  the  Bank  were  truftees  only  to 
minors,  to  foreigners,  to  perfons  at  fo  great  a  diftance  as  not 
to  be  able  to  exercift  any  aft  by  which  their  confent  to  the 
transaction  could  be  implied,  we  fhould  ftill  be  imprefled 
With  a  fenfe  of  the  injuftice  of  the  bill  now  before  the  Houfe. 
This  was  not  a  cafe  where  a  majority  of  public  creditors  were 
Id  decide,  and  to  bind  the  minority  by  fuch  a  decifion  ;  the 
contract  of  the  public  creditors  with  the  Public  was  the  con- 
'trad  of  every  individual  of  (hem,  and  not  a  general  contract; 
and  though,  fuppofing  the  public  creditors  were  in  number 
twenty~mnethoufand,and  twenty  eight  thoufand  nine  hundred 
and  ninety-nine  of  thofe  were  to  give  their  confent  to  this 
alteration  of  the  terms  of  the  contract,  yet  was  not  the  (ingle 
(me  concluded  by  their  decifions,  and  he  had  a  right  to  infill 
vpon  a  fpecific  execution  of  thefe  terms  upon  which  alone  he 
had  entered  into  the  engagement.  But,  Gracious  Heaven  ! 
added  Mr.  Fox,  when  we  confi  der  the  facrifice  which  is  to 
be  made ;  when  we  reflect  that  a  general  principle  muft  be 
violated ;  that  the  faith  of  the  Public  muft  be  impeached,  and 
the  credit  of  the  nation  hazarded;  and  when  we  contraft  all 
this  with  the  advantage  which  is  to  be  gained,  that  a  pitiful 
fcvingof  20,oool.  is  to  be  effected,  and  this  in  a  time  of  great 
profperity,  when  peace  has  added  to  our  refources,  and  an 
abundant  and  fpringing  capital  would  fupply  without  diffi- 
culty, without  imputation,  without  reproach,  what  our  exi- 
gency requires,  (hall  we  not  Be  furprifed  at  fuch  a  pertina- 
cious adherence  to  this  meafure  ?  The  pride  of  the  individual 
will  fometimes  engage  him  in  a  fatal  obftinacy ;  but  let  not 
this  Houfe  be  infected  by  fuch  a  narrow  principle,  and  let  it 
dtepart  from  its  conduct  when  it  muft  be  convinced  of  the  in- 
juftice* and  impolicy  of  that  conduct.  It  was  not  without 
much  indignation,  that  he  felt  himfelf  warranted  in  remark- 
ing that,  upon  all  occasions,  when  rights  were  invaded,  a 
cringing  and  a  fawning  policy  was  fubftituted  for  a  manly 
behaviour.  Application  was  to  be  made  to  the  Minifter,  his 
forbearance  was  to  be  folic i ted,  the  juftice  of  the  Houfe  was 
not  to  be  appealed  to;  yer,  for  his  own  part,  he  could  fin- 
cerely  affirm,  that  he  difdained  to  be  influenced  by  any  of 
thefe  confiderations,  when  thty  were  not  urged  with  unex- 
ceptionable propriety.  It  was  his  inflexible  determination  to 
perfevere  in  the  moft  zealous  and  unbiafled  endeavours  to 
fulfil  his  parliamentary  and  political  duties;  and  he  anxioufly 
hoped,  that  not  only  upon  the  prefent,  but  upon  all  oilier  oc- 

4C  2  cafions, 
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cafions,  the  Houfe  would  be  aduated  by  the  fame  fentimeiiuy 

and  govern  their  proceedings  accordingly. 
Mr.  Pitt.       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  the  anfwer  to  eiery 
point  urged  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  feemed  \$ 
him  extremely  fhort,  but  that  it  was  of  the  laft  importance 
it  fhould  be  clearly  ftated.     As  to  the  circumftance,  that  cht 
prefent  500,0001.  had  been  unfairly  called  by  the  name  cl 
Unclaimed  Dividends,  fome  confufion  had  rather  uninten* 
tionally  arifen.     If  it  was  fuppofed,  that  very  old  andfcr-t 
gotten  dividends  were  in  queftion,  certainly  this  wasnottbk 
cafe ;  but  if  they  were  to  be  defcribed  as  dividends,  not  fy 
foon  claimed  as  they  legally  and  regularly  might  be,  thittia- 
doubtedly  was  a  fair  defcription  of  them,  and  whether  calki 
by  this  name,  or  by  the  name  of  floating  balances,  it  wafc- 
precifely  the  fame  thing  ;  from  hence  it  was,  perhaps,  that  j 
there  had  arifen  fome  confufion  of  terms.     This  floating  ba*- 
lance  in  the  hands  of  the  Bank,  not  called  for  by  the  Pro- 
prietors, on  whofe  account  the  Bank  held  them,  he  fhooU 
contend  was  fairly  applicable  to  the  fervices  of  the  Public 
It  had  accumulated  to  no  lefs  a  fum  than  700,0001*  and  ap*  1 
peared  to  be  flill  increaGng.     It  could  not,  on  any  feir  prin- 
ciple, be  withholden  from  the  ufe  of  Government,  being  now 
ufelefs  equally  to  the  Public  and  the  public  creditor;  and  if 
hitherto  advantageous  to  any  one,  it  was  only  fo  to  the  Bank, 
to  whom,  however,  it  was  iflued,  by  theexprefs  terms  of  tto  ] 
aft  of  Parliament,  not  at  all  for  their  benefit,  but  merely  in 
the  way  of  impreft  to  the  public  creditors.  The  Bank,  more- 
over, it  ought  to  be  remembered,  were  largely  and  fufficiently 
paid  by  a  regular  and  fixed  allowance  of  nearly  ioo,00ol*  per 
annum,  for   their  trouble,    as  agents,    in  all  this  bufinets. 
The  two  points,  therefore,  which  had   been  Rated  by  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  he  would  fairly  meet,  and  upon 
each  of  them  he  had  no  doubt  the  cafe  would  be  made  per* 
feflly  clear.     The  firft  of  thefe  was  the  private  intereft « 
the  Bank  in  the  matter,  and  the  fecond-the  queftion  of  public 
*    credit.     As  to  the  firft,  he  pofitively  contradiQed  every  pK" 
tenfionof  the  Bank  of  England's  having  any  private  claim 
whatever ;  they  had  been  prudent  and  fair  enough  to  decline 
all  fuch  pretention  themfelves,  though  the  right  honourable 
u       gentleman  had  gone  fo  far  as  to  claim  it  for  them,  and  the 
principle  he  contended  for,  was  therefore  fimply  this :  that  ji 
there  was  no  ground  ftated  of*  inconvenience  to  the  jjiW* 

"creditors,  nor  breach  of  faith,  all  obje&ion  as  to  the  Bank  of 
England's. intereft  felt  of  courfe  to  the  ground.    Nay,  the 

'  balance  in  their  hands  is,  according  to  the  prefent  pra^i** 
always  ftated,  at  the  end  of  the  yeat,  as  a  balance  of  p^ 
money  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the  Bank,  and  isfocon* 
fidered  by  Parliament.   .Haying  difpofed  of  this  point,  the 

vbote 
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fhole,  therefore,  refolved  itfelf  into  the  following  Angle 
peftion — Will  the  meafure  oppofed  by  the  prefent  bill  in- 
erfere  in  any  way  with  the  due  performance  of  the  contract 
Id  the  public  creditors  ?  There  were  three  things  he  fhould 
»y  in  anfwer  :  firft,  that  by  the  provifions  of  the  bill  itfelf, 
twas  rendered  improbable,  and  he  might  almoft  fay  impof- 
ible,  that  any  one  public  creditor  fhould  fail  of  being  paid 
lie  fame  mouey  at  the  fame  place  of  payment,  even  though 
be  extravagant  fuppofition  were  admitted  that  all  the  credi- 
tors of  the  country  fhould  come  to  the  Bank  on  the  fame 
by  to  receive  their  dividends.  His  fecond  anfwer  was,  that 
bote  alteration  in  the  fecurity  given  to  the  public  creditors, 
rasa  thing  by  no  means  unprecedented,  and  that  various  a«5ls 
tf  Parliament,  and  the  whole  principle  of  revenue  laws,  w:  r-  * 
ftoted  this  affertion.  His  third  anfwer  was,  that  by  the  na- 
ture and  terms  of  the  prefent  t  ran  fad  ion,  theconfent  of  the 
public  creditors  in  queftion  will  be  given  as  effedtually  as  in 
iM  the  other  cafes  in  which  confent  has  been  had  upon  the 
iteration  of  any  public  fecurity.  By  the  provifions  of  this 
bOl,  which  takes  500,0001.  idle  money  from  the  Bank,  the 
lame  500,0001.,  if  called  for*  will  be  payable  again  on  the 
|foy  day  when  demanded,  either  from  the  furplus  of  the  con- 
Widated  fund,  or  from  the  current  fupplies,  or  from  a  ft  ill 
Eltther  fund  in  this  bill  expreflly  provided  Indee'd,  if  the 
creditors  were  all  to  call  at  once,  the  Bank  Directors  them- 
y?e$  would  find  it  impoflible  to  effeA  a  geneial  payment ; 
Wt  the  Government,  however,  would  not  be  wanting  on  its 
mt  tofurnifh  them  with  the  full  means  of  doing  it ;  in  fadr, 
iherc  never  hardly  would  exift  an  infiance  when  the  whole 
am  of  500,0001.  would  not  actually  be  at  hand  in  the  Ex- 
chequer, without  reforting  even  to  the  ft  ill  farther  fund  by 
fais  bill  provided  :  he  had  looked  carefully  over  the  ftate  of 
afh  in  the  Exchequer  for  the  laft  five  years,  arjd,  in  all  that 
ime,  there  was  only  a  period  of  two  weeks  at  the  time  of 
be  King's  illnefs,  when  the  ready  money  in  hand  there  did 
tot  exceed  half  a  million.  But  be  fides,  a  power  was  given 
*y  this  bill  to  the  Lords  Commiffioners  of  the  Treafury,  who 
lad  weekly  cognizance  of  the  fupplies  of  the  vear  to  make 
ip  the  fum  in  the  Exchequer  to  500,0001.  by  frefh  iffues  of 
Exchequer  bills,  whenever  it  might  be  reduced  below  it.— 
2buld  there  then  exilt  a  doubt,  iiiuler  all  thefe  cirrumftances, 
hat  the  dividend  money  would  be  forthcoming  for  every 
creditor  of  the  country,  on  whatever  day  he  might  call  for 
t,  payable  at  the  fame  hour,  in  the  fame  manner,  and  at  the 
aroe  place  as  heretofore.  Was,  then,  the  fubftance  of  the 
*>ntra&  broken  as  to  the  public  creditor  ?  It  was,  in  truth^ 
he  form  only  that  was  violated,  or  rather  that  was  varied. 
The  money  would  not  be  lying  in  the  Bank,  indeed,  but  it 

would 
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#ould  be  yielding  ati  intereft  to  Government  mftead, 
this  perhaps  would  prove  as  fatisfadory  a  confederation  to: 
body  of  public  creditors,  as  if  it  were  merely  adding  to 
profits  of  the  Hank  of  England.     The  right  honourable 
tleman  had  faid,  that  die  Bank  fecurity  was  a  better  feci 
even  than  that  of  Government,  and  yet  heconfefled  that 
Bank  traded  with  the  money  in  their  capacity  of 
not  referving  it  by  any  means  as  idle  and  ready  caA, 
more  than  the  Government  themfelves  would  do;  bow, 
could  the  Bank  fecurity  be  at  all  fuperior,  and  how 
be  fuppofed  that  their  funds  and  their  ultimate  refourceii 
be  greater  than  the  fecurity  now  to  be  given,  of  all  the 
of  England,  and  the  whole  property  of  the  country  r  ft 
been  remarked  alfo,  that  the  Bank  were  to  remain  a  ^ 
ration  for  the  purpofe  of  paying  the  dividends*  even 
their  charter  as  a  Banking  and  a  raonied  Company 
expire.     Now,  therefore,  in  this  cafe,  which  was 
poffibleto  happen,  it  was  abfurd  in  the  higheft  degree  ttF 
of  the  fecurity  of  the  Bank  of  England  as  preferable  to  ' 
curity  of  Government ;   for  they  might  then,  on  the. 
hand)  not  have  Directors  that  were  refpe&abie  like  the 
fent,  and  on  the  other,    the  Company's  refponfibi)ir£»1 
point  of  wealth,  would,  in  this  cafe,  Certainly  be 
nothing  fit  ihould  be  remembered  alfo,  that  the  public 
ditors,  who  are  fuppofed  to  be  fo  unwilling  to  ttnft  Go1 
ment  with  the  temporary  fum  of  500,000!.,  in  truth  ail 
trufrthem  for  the  whole  amount  of  their  annual  di  " 
which  are  above  eight  millions  a  yean     The  right 
-able  gentleman,  however,  has  laid  it  down  as  a  broad 
univerfal  principle,  that  the  fmalleft  alteration  in  the  " 
of  an  aft  of  Parliament  creating  the  public  funds,  is  a 
of  contract.     Did,  then,  the  mere  circumflrance  of  the 
ney's  lying  in  the  Exchequer  inftead  of  the  Bank,  during 
interval  of  its  not  being  wanted,  make  a  breach  of  con 
Moft  clearly  not;  nor  was  this  a  greater  alteration  in 
eircum fiances  than  had  taken  place  in  a  variety  of 
Specific  taxes  were  appropriated  for  fpecific  purpofe*, 
were  the  fecurity  which  Parliament  contracted  to  p 
that  particular  body  of  money-lenders.     But  could  no 
therefore,  be  repealed  ?  yet  this  was  a  breach  of  contra&> 
the  principles  thus  broadly  fitted.     If*  then,  the  taxes 
felves,  in  which   confided   the  very  fubftance  of  all  the 
vidends,  could  be  changed  and  fubftttuted,  furely  a  little  * 
ft  it  ut  ion  in  the  forms  of  providing  payment  for  a  few 
claimed  dividends  might  be  permitted  alfo;  and  if  the  pi 
was  a  breach  of  faith,  and  a  failure  of  due  payment,  the 
gument  implied  the  repeal  of  the  (hop  tax,  for  inftaftce, 
be  an  a&  of  bankruptcy.     There  were  many  other  inftioe^ 

alfo, 
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Ifo,  in  which  Parliament,  on  the  ground  of  public  con ve» 
fence,  had  altered  the  ordinary  mode  of  payment.  The 
Reof  intereft,  even  on  a  large  portion  of  the  public  funds, 
ttd  been  altered  with  the  confent  of  the  proprietors,  and 
Irery  perfon  was  then  concluded  as  aflenting  to  the  meafure 
(ho  did  npt  enter  his  diflent  within  a  time  prefcribed.  In 
ke  manner,  there  would  be  a  period  named  in  the  prefent 
iK,  which  he  propoftd  to  be  three  months  diftant,  and  it  . 
$M  be  entirely  in  the  option  of  every  owner  of  an  un- 
tamed dividend  to  go  before  that  time  to  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
Uto  receive  his  money,  and  fo  to  take  himfclf  out  of  the 
Went  ad  juft  as  effectually  as  if  its  provifions  did  not  ex- 
■d  to  him.  The  bill,  therefore,  did  fairly  allow  any  one 
tiifftnt  that  pl'.afed;  and  as  to  any  future  arrears  that 
Ikhtarife,  the  fame  obiervation  would  apply  ;  for  the  whole 
pant  of  the  dividends  would  be  always  iffued-  quarterly 
Fas  heretofore,  and  would  remain  in  the  Bank  during  the 
let  three  months,  fo  ttat  any  future  Proprietor,  by  re- 
Wing  his  dividend  within  three  months  after  it  was  due, 
fold  equally  take  himfelf  out  of  tho  operation  of  the  pre- 
ift  afi,  if  he  was  difpofed  to  do  it.  With  refpeft  to  minors, 
I  perfons  under  disabilities,  no  particular  refervation  of 
tircafe  had  been  made  in  the  former  inftances,  but  they 
re  concluded  to  affent ;  and  as  to  perfons  at  a  diftance,  the 
jH»  was,  that  they  generally  furnifhed  fome  one  on  the  fpot 
&  letters  of  Attorney.  And  the  petition  that  had  been 
0  from  fome  very  refpe&able  agents  for  foreign  houfes, 
*  quite  irrelevant  for  the  fame  reafon  ;  for  they  had  powers 
ftttorney,  by  which  they  received  their  dividends  with  the 
ftesad  ponftuality ;  and  therefore,  neither  they,  nor  the 
*{ners  they  reprefen ted,,  could  ftate  any  intereft -in  the 
nt  queftion,  which  concerned  only  the  owners  of  un- 
_jed  dividends.  It  had  been  faid,  that  the  cafe  of  the 
pers  debt,  taken  to  themfelves  by  Parliament,  was  not 
■cable:,  becaufe  the  fum  then  taken  was  not  likely  to  be 
jfcnded.  It  was,  however,  a  fair  precedent  to  (hew,  that 
lie  there  is  a  reafcnable  prefumption  that  public  money 
Loot  be  called  for,  Parliament  may  take  it  to  their  ufe, 
|ed,  indeed,  to  re-payment)  without  injuftice.  Now, 
m  was  as  fair  a  prefumption  here,  that  the  fum  in  queftion 
|bO,dftol.  would  not  be  called  for,  as  there  was  then  that 
Bankers  debt  would  be  unclaimed ;  and  though  in  all 
Scolars  the  two  cafes  might  not  agree,  there  was  the  fame 
fciple  in  them  both.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
alfo  infilled  very  much  on  the  fmallnefs  of  the  fum  in 
lion,  and  it  had  been  hinted,  that  for  the  fake  of  merely 
a  million,  it  could  not  be  worth  while  to  make  fo  ferious 
ttack  on  public  credit,  that  farther  attempts  were  ftippofed 
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by  forae  people  to  be  in  contemplation,  and  that  the  mifi 
of  the  meafure  was  greatly  magnified,  by  this  confid 
Tofuch  infinuations  he  fliould  only  anfwer,  that  infl 
entertaining  fufpicions/of  this  fort,  he  would  fugged  toe 
gentleman  a  much  more  natural  as  well  as  more  chi  ' 
luppofition  ;  and  this  was :  could  it  be  fuppofed  that  [ 
deeply  interefled  (as  Government,  above  all  men,  uo 
edly  were)  in  the  maintenance  of  public  credit,  wo 
forward  to  introduce  a  meafure  really  deftrudive  of  ail  I 
faith  and  public  principle  r  Certainly,  nien  ought  to  i 
the  contrary ;  and  if  they  would  enter  into  the  fubjedi 
they  would  find  tbis  favourable  prefumption  to  be  wellf 
ed.     Not  ten  times  the  prefent  fum  would  have  tempt* 
to  propofe  the  employing  it  for  the  public  ufe,  if  the t 
it  had  trenched  in  the  leaft  on  public  credit;  but  he* 
it  his  duty  to  confider  a'  fum  of  500,000!.  as  by  no  m 
considerable,  if  it  was  fairly  applicable  to  the  fervice* 
country;  fince  otherwife  both  the  fum  itfelf  muft  be  * 
from  the  Public,  and  the  intereft  upon  it  mull  be  fapp 
new  taxes.     Mr,  Pitt,  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech, 
ferved  that  both  the  price  of  the  public  funds  at  marl 
rather  advanced,  and  the  amount  of  unclaimed  divid 
gone  onincreafiug  fince  the  prefent  queftion  had  been  I 
forward,  which  he  regarded  as  two  good  fymptoms  that  J 
lie  credit  was  not  really  thought  in  fuch  danger  from  th 
fure  as  fome  complainants  had  chofen  to  defcribe  it. 
Mr.  Fox.       Mr.vfav,   in  explanation,  faid,  he  had  not  afiertetjl 
commercial  men  felt  alarm  for  the  confequences  of  1 
but  that  .they  wiftied  it  not  to  pais. 
Mr.  W.        Mr.  fV.  Windham  obferved,  that  the  utmoft 
Windham  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  demon! 
was,  not  that  the  bill  had  made  no  alteration  in  the 
of  the  public  creditors,  but  that  the  alteration   was  1 
the  worfe.     This  was  a  mode  of  argument  which  he 
cated,  becaufe  it   proceeded  on  the  ground  that  one  < 
contracting  parties  might  aflume  the  right  of  judging! 
other,  whether  an  alteration  in  the  terms  of  the  cont 
for  his  intereft  or  againif  it.     The  principle  of  coni 
was,  that  no  alteration  in  the  terms  of  an  agreement  J 
be  made  but  by  the  confent  of  parties  ;  and  that  public* 
might  be  fhaken,  was  not  only  to  be  fairly  prefumed  f 
very  face  of  the  meafure,  but  fupported  by  the  teftit 
thole  whole  tettimony  ought  to  prove  of  the  g rea tell ^ 
Precedents  On  fuch   a  fubjeit   were  of  no  avail,  and 
only  to  put  the  Houfe  on  their  guard  again  ft  adding 
number  of  fuch  precedents,     y  impreffing  ftrongly 
minds  the  ufe  that  might  be  made  of  them.     The  at 
derive  d  irom  the  fu:  lUtution  of  on:  tax  fcr  another. 
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yply,  becaufe  it  was  always  known  that  taxes  might  ha  re* 
fcaled;  they  were  never  taken  as  the  fecurity  for  the  intcrefe 
if  a  loan ;  for  it  was  univerfally  under  ftaod,  that  if  deficient) 
he  deficiency  moil  be  made  good ;  and  if  they  failed  entirely* 
bat  other  means  of  fatisfying  the  public  creditor  muft  be 
Mind.  It  was  true,  that  thofe  who  did  not  approve  of  the 
iU>  might  withdraw  their  dividends ;  but  that  in  itfeif  was 
ibrdflupi  and  might  in  many  cafes  be  attended  with  incon- 
ianience  and  expence.  Betides,  if  there  were  perfons  who 
bought  the  fecurity  now  offered  the  next  beft  fecurity  to 
|at  which  they  bad  before,  on  what  principle  of  juftice 
Urc  they  to  be  deprived  of  what  they  thought  the  beft,  and 
ft  only  the  option  of  the  next  beft  to  it,  or  a  worfe  than 
pt }  It  was  recommended  by  a  critic  of  antiquity,  to  try 
(Uuthor'sown  fentiments,  by  fuppofing  them  to  have  been 
jfivered  by  fome  other  author.  He  would  recommend  it  to  / 
l» gentlemen  who  fupported  the  bill,  to  confider  what  they 
md  have  thought  of  it,  had  it  been  pi  opofed  by  the  fide 
I  the  Houfe  on  which  he  had  the  honoA  to  fit.    Certain 

was,   that  the  right   honourable  gentleman  who  now 
1  it,  would  have  poured  forth  the  torrent  of  his  decla- 
l  againft  it,  as  a  violation  of  public  faith,  as  a  moft 
attack  on  private  property,   and  that  the  clamour 
I  have  been  tranfmitted  from  the  houfe  to  the  city, 
1  the  city  to  the  court,  and  from  the  court  to  every  cor- 
►  of  the  kingdom. 

Wr.  Alderman  LeMefurier  declared,  that  the  whole  of  the  Mr.  La 
tpofition  feemcd  to  be  comprifed  in  the  fingle  pofition,  that  Mcfaricr.  - 
■  Bank  were  truftees  for  the  public  creditor,  a  fituation  in 
bkh,  he  affirmed,  they  had  never  been  confidered  in  the 
ff,  and  fupported  the  bill.  * 

•Jr.  Francis  anfwered,  that  the  Bank  was  only  faid  to  be     Mr, 

rfidered  as  truftees  for  the  money  actually  iffued;  and  in  Francis. 

flight,  he  contended,  they  were  generally  confidered. 

Mr.  Jkf>  A*  Taylor  obferved,  that  when  he  confidered  the  Mr.M.  At 

ate  and  importance  of  the  queftion,  it  became  his  duty,  Taylor. 

I  the  duty  of  every  other  Member  of  Parliament,  to  watch 
pry  ftage  of  the  bill  with  the  moft  ftridt  attention,  and  he 
pod  be  bold  to  aflert,  whether  it  might  meet  with  cenfure 
Bot,  that  the  clamorous  noife  and  call  for  the  queftion 
Kch  had  been  made  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  was 
Nfcdly  irregular,  indecent,*  and  highly  unparliamentary. 
£tfung,  however,  ftiould  deter  him  from  giving  his  opinion 
m  any  fubjelt  of  fo  great  magnitude,  whether  it  difpleaied 
^majority  or  minority  of  that  Houfe.  And  that  other 
btJeroen  who  had  the  fame  right,  might  be  heard  on  a  fu- 
e  day,  he  was  determined  to  divide  oq  every  ftep  of  the 
Keediog. 
IToi..XXVni.  4D  The 
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The  Houfe  divided  on  the  motion,  that  the  bill  be  < 
nutted ; 

Ayes,  191 ;  Noes,  83.    Majority  108. 

The  bill  was  accordingly  committed  for  that  day  fc'fl 
night. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 


|$*  The  following  introduftcry  paragraph  was,  by  an  error  \ 
the  prefsy  omitted  at  the  commencement  of  Mr.  Hippeflf 
Statement  on  the  Indian  War,  page  480  of  our  Rcgljier,  vi 

u  Mr.  Hippeflcy  had  requeued  his  friend,  Mr.  Taylc 
exprefs  his  mortification  at  being  obliged  (from  illncfs)* 
leave  the  Houfe  on  Monday  laft,  without  going  through f 
ilatements  and  obferyations,  which  it  was  his  duty  to  1 

in  confequence  of  his  original  motion. That  from 

had  fallen   in  his  abfence  from  his  honourable  friend  a!:1 
head  of  the  Eaft-India  Dire6tion,  (who  had  fo  materia 
fered  with  him  in  opinion  on  the  prefent  fubjeft)   he" 
doubly  anxious  to  ftate  the  motives  of  his  condud, 
the  juftification  of   his  principles,  more  efpectally  withl 
foe£t  to  our  new  allies,    to  whom  his  honourable 
leaned  principally  to  advert." 


PFednefday,    ibtb  March. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee,  Mr#  Bramflon  in  the  1 
proceeded  farther  in  the  Corn  Bill,  and  went  through  \ 
different  claufes  relative  to  the  corn  regulations  for  T 
land. 

Mr  .Ryder      Mr.  Ryder  firft  propofed,  that  the  claufes  poftponed< 
former  day,  fhould   be  deferred  to   the  next  fitting  of  I 
Committee ;  and  then  remarked,  that  having  moved 
ftruflion  to  the  Committee  to  provide  for  the  imporrati 
corn  from  Ireland,  from  Quebec,  and  from  -His   Ma 
colonies  in  America,  upon   lower  duties  than  from 
countries,  he  felt  it  neceffary  to  ftate,  by  way  of  notice^! 
nature  of  the  regulations  which  lie  meant  to  propose*  T 
which  would  he  extremely  favourable  to  Ireland;  upon 4 
dition,  however,   that  the  Irifli   Leg  i  flat  a  re  fhould 
firmly  r  ineafures:     The  proportion  would    be,     to 
wheat  from  Ireland,  when  <he  average  price  was  in  this* 
fry  from  46s.  to  48s.  the  quarter,  at  a  duty  of  as.  61*  I 
when  the  average  fhould  be  above  48s.  at  6d.    This ' 
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be  giving  to  Ireland  a- decided  advantage,  as  fhe  would  be- 
come enabled  to  import  her  corn  at  2s.  6d.  when  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  corn  was  wholly  prohibited,  and  would  be   ' 
permitted  to  import,  at  a  regulating  duty  merely  of  6d.  per 
guarter,  when  a  duty  would  be  paid  by  foreigners  of  as.  6<L 

Sir  Adam  Fergufon  aiked  whether  oats  were  to  become 
fobjefl  to  fimilar  regulations  i 

Mr.  Ryder  anfwered,  that  fimilar  regulations  would  be 
propofed  for  every  fpecies  of  importable  grain. 

I  Mr.  Hawkins  Browne  conceived  that  it  would  be  better,  as    Mr.  H; 
jbe  carrying  into  effe&  the  propofed  regulations  might  ulti-  BrowUfc. 
lately  reft  with,  the  approbation  of  thelrifh  Legiftature,  to 
KJDg  them  forward  in  a'  feparate  bill* 

j  Mr.  Pewys  wifhed  to  know  whether  the  corn,  the  impor*     Mr. 
■lion  of  which  it  was  propofed  to  permit  from  Ireland,  was.  Pow7f» 
p be  the  growth  of  that  country  ? 

*Mr.  Ryder  anfwered  to  this  queftion  in  the  affirmative ;     Mr. 
Win  reply  to  the  fuggeflion  of  a  feparate  bill,  he  faid  he   Ryder. 
npeived  that  it  would  be  unneceflary  and   inconvenient ; 
■J  he  intimated  that  thelrifh  Legiflature  would  not  hefitate 
I  approve  of  the  regulations  intended  to  be  propofed. 
i  Sir  John  Sinclair  .feared  that  if,  at  the  time  of  fuch  allowed   Sir  John 

ortations,  a  bounty  on  exports  was  given  in  Ireland,  the  Sinclair,. 

culture  of  this  country  would  be  materially  injured.   He 
A,  therefore,  that  care  would  be  taken  to  guard  againft 

1  an  evil.    • 

kMr,  Chancellor  Pitt  conceived  it  to  be  improper  to  enter  Mr.  Pitlt 
to  a  debate,  upon  the  fuggefted  regulations,  of  which  his  N 

toourable  friend  had  merely. given  notice. 
The  Houfe  being  refumed,  the  Chairman  reported  progrefs, 
Id  the  Committee  was  ordered  to  fit  again  upon  the  enfuing 
Wnefday. 
tThe  Houfe  adjourned. 

^  Ulurfday,  1  Jib  March.  •    ' 

No  material  debate  arofe. 

J     m         ^  Friday  itth  March. 

bolonel  Phipps  reported  from  the  -Seleft  Committee,  ap- 
pjed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of  the 
|fal  perfons,  whofe  names  are  thereunder  written,  being 
jftrien  and  eledtors  of  the  city  of  Exeter,  complaining  of 
\fndue  ele&ion  and  return  for  the  faid  city ;  that  he  was 
led  by  the  Committee  to  report  to  the  Houfe,  That 
mas  Smith,  being  called  as  a  witnefs  before  them,  had 
ty  prevaricated   in  giving  his  evidence,  arid  therefore  ^ 

It  the  faid  Scle&  Committee  bad,  according  to  the  power 
toi  fhera'by  an  aft,  palled  in  the  28th  year  of  the  reign  of 
4D  z  hit 
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lord 
Sheffield. 


Ms  (tiefent  Majefty,  Entitled,  *  Ad  ad  for  the  further 
"  lation  of  tbe  trials  of  controverted  eiofitaus,  or 
■  "  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament,"   committed  the  I 
Thomas  Smith  to  the  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms : 
iftg  this  Houfe. 

Colonel  Phipps  alfo  reported  from  the  faid  Sekft* 
mittee,  that  he  was  directed  by  the  Committee  to 
the  Houfe,  That  it  is  this  opinion  of  the  Committee  ttfiftJ 
are  ftrong  grounds  for  fufpeding  the  faid  Thomas  Smif  \ 
be  gtrilty  of  wilful  and  corrupt  petjury ;  and  alfo-,  tbtfj 
was  directed  by  the  faid  Committee  to  move  the  Houfy 
the  Attorney  General  bfe  ordered  to  profeeute  thfe  fail . 
Smith  for  the  faid  offence. 
Ordered, 

That  the  faid  Thomas  Smith,  having  been  gulHy  of  j 
varication  in  giving  his  evidence  before  the  Sele&  ~ 

appointed  to  dry  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  w 

the  feveral  per  fens  whofe  names  are  thereunder  written,  i 
freemen  and  eledors  of  the  city  of  Exfcter,  complaint] 
undue  election  and  return  for  the  faid  city,  be,  for 
offence,  committed  to  Hit  Majefty's  jail  of  Newgtfe|ji 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  HRie  hit  warrant  accordingly* 

Colonel  Phipps  moved  the  Houfe  in  pnrftaace  of  i 
tedtions  of  the  faid  Sde£  Comfnittfcfc. 
Ordered, 

That  Mr.  Attorney  General  do  forthwith  pttiftcvM'i 
faid  Thomas  Smith  for  ttieoffencfe  of  Wilful  and  cotnijtfj 
jury,  of  which  the  faid  Seleft  Committee  have  reported? 
there  are  ftrong  grounds  for  fuf[tt&ing  the  faid' 
Smith  to  be  guilty. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday,  %\fi  March. 

Mr.  Gilbert  having  brought  up  the  report  from  the< 
mittee  to  whom  it  was  referred  to  confider  of 
drawback  on  fugax  exported* 

Lord  Sheffield  rofe,  and  obferved,  that  the  original  m 
tion  of  granting  a  drawback,  was  to  encourage  foreign  i 
by  enabling  the  fatar  refiner  to  mdet  the  French  in  d 
reign  market.  There  could  be  no  rational  ground  ftr  i 
drawback  but  this,  and  onlefs  a  greater  drawback  wer 
ed  than  was  now  propofed,  it  would  be  ufelefs, 
would  not  enable  the  fugar  refiner  to  meet  French  1 
the  market  on  equal  terms.  This  he  fuggefted  noti 
view  of  oppofing  the  report,  but  to  give  gentlemen 
confider  that  there  was  now  an  opportunity  of  regain 
coniiderablc  part  of  the  foreign  fugar  trade  from  the  P 
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^ttrich*,  if  dot  attended  to,  would,  in  all  probability,  be  ir- 

lecoverablyloft. 

Mr.  8.  Thornton  remarked,  that  the  drawback  on  fugar  had  '  Mr.S* 

'given  occafion  to  great  frauds.    It  liad  been  the  praftice  to  Tharnto* 

txpbrt  fugar,  partially  refined,  in  order  to  obtain  the  draW- 
i  %ack,  and  then  complete  the  procefs  of  refining  in  other 

countries.    By  thefe  means  the  drataback  was  made  to  ope* 

rate  as  a  bounty  on  exportation. 

Lord  Sheffield  faid,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  contend  that     Lwd 
i  the  law  was  not  imperfect,  6r  that  the  revenue  officers  never  *b«ffi«ld# 
i  -toeglefied  their  duty ;  all  he  meant  was  to  fuggeft,  thai  if  a 
;  drawback  Was  granted  to  encourage  foreign  trade,  a  drawback 

of  twenty-fix  (hillings  was  not  fufficient  to  counteract  the 

French  drawback  of  thirty- one. 
i-      After  fome  farther  converfation  between    Mr.  Francis, 
r  I-ord  Sheffield,  and  Mr.  S.  Thornton,  the  report,  allowing 

>  a  drawback  of  three  /hillings  and  fourpence  per  cent,  on  bat- 
[.  tard  ground,  or  powdered  fugar,  &c.  exported,  was  agreed 
t  to,  and  an  order  made  that  it  be  an  inftrucVion  to  the  Com* 
U  inittee  on  the  Sugar  bill  to  make  provifion  accordingly. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  from  the  difficulty  the  Mr.  Vim 

Houfe  had  experienced  laft  week  in  making  a  ballot,  there 

I  Waft  reafon  to  apprehend  that  public  bufinefs  would  be  delayed, 

if  the  orders  for  the  confederation  of  petitions,  complaining 

of  undue  elections,  were  allowed  to  fland  as  they  flood  at 

'•  ptfefent.     He  fhould,  therefore,  propofe  to  poftpone  the  con* 

I   fideration  of  the  next  petition,  which  flood  for  the  morrow, 

[  until  Thurfday,  and  that  of  all  the  other  petitions,  in  order, 

for  the  fame  length  of  time. 

Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  the  principle  of  the  hill  for  regu-  Mr.  Fp*. 
latjng  the  trial  of  contefled  elections  was,  that  unlefs  they 
were  proceeded  on,  on  the  days  appointed,  public  bufineU 
fliould  not  goon.  This  provifion  the  framers  of  the  bill  had 
i  wifely  introduced,  to  guard  again  ft  any  inattention  on  the 
i  part  of  the  Houfe,  or  unwillingnefs  to  ferve  on  the  part  of 
individual  Members.    To  poftpone  the  confidexation  of  pe- 

>  titions,  on  pretence  of  making  way  for  public  bufinefs,  would 
therefore  be  to  evade  the  principle  of  the  bill.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Houfe  to  proceed  with  the  trial  of  petitions,  till 
fuch  a  period  of  the  feffion  as  fhewed  that  more  could  not  be 
gone  through,  and  then  to  poftpone  the  remainder  to  another 
feffion;  but  they  were  not  at  liberty  to  flop  fhort  in  the 
middle,  and  adjourn  the  confideration  of  thofe  for  which 
days  were  appointed,  from  one  day,  or  from  one  week,  to 
another*  The  next  petition  to  be  heard  was  from  Scotland, ' 
and  any  delay  mull  necefTarily  be  attended  with  a  great  ex- 
pence  to  the  parties.     He  ihould,    therefore,  oppofe  any 

change 
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change  of  the  day,  upon  the  general  principle,  and  from  as 
attention  to  the  particular  inconvenience. 

.  Mr*  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  when  heoppofeda 
fimilar  motion,  on  a  former  day,  delay  of  public  buGndfs  W4  \ 
apprehended,  but  had  not  been  actually  experienced.  Delay 
^ad  now  been  experienced,  the  Ho'ufe  having  been  unable  to 
proceed  to  a  ballot  for  two  days.  The  number  of  gentle- 
men who  had  ferved  on  Committees,  and  who  were  conse- 
quently excufed  from  .  ferving  again,  was  now  much  in- 
creafed ;  and  all  that  he  propofed  went  only  to  this,  that 
there  fhould  not  be  three  Committees  to  be  balloted  for  in 
one  week,  when  the  Houfe  had  appointed  but  two.  It  was 
true,  that  this  principle  of  the  bill  was,  that  the  Houfe  fhould 
not  proceed  to  other  bufinefs,  without  firft  balloting  for  a 
Committee,  when  a  ballot  was  appointed ;  but  it  was  not 
the  principle  of  the  bill  that  the  Houfe  fhould  fo  appoint  the 
days  of  ballot,  as  to  make  both  a  ballot  and  proceeding  on 
public  bufinefs  impracticable. 

Mr.Grey.  Mr.  Grey  faid,  that  the  number  of  gentlemen  who  had 
ferved  on  Committees  would  certainly  not  be  lefs  on  Thurf- 
d'ay  than  on  Tuefday;  and  if  the  remaining  petitions  were 
to  be  put  off  whenever  the  Houfe  failed  to  make  a  ballot,  it 
might  happen  every  week,  and  their  own  negle&  of  duty  be 
made  the  excufe  for  repeated  delays.  *  *  ] 

Sir  James       Sir  J.  St.  Clair  Erjk'ine  declared,  that  if  the  number  of  gen-     " 

St.  Clair   ttemen  who  were  excufed  from  ferving  on  Committees,  by 

Srikine.    having  ferved  already,   was  fo  great  as  to  prevent  the  Houfe 
from  going  on,  the  bill  afforded  a  remedy,  and  this  was,  by 
making  an  order  that  fuch  excufes  fhould  not  be  admitted. 
Mr.  Mr.  Francis  obferveo*,  that  to  allow  petitions  to  be  poft- 

Fruicit.  poned,  on  the  mere  motion  of  any  Member,  was  putting 
into  the  hands  of  the  Minifter  a  power  capable  of  great  abufe. 
He  did  not  mean  to  fay  that  it  woul^be  abufed  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  but  it  certainly  might  by  others. 

Mr.Baker  Mr.  Baker  was  of  opinion  that  the  Houfe  ought  to  pro- 
ceed according  to  its  former  orders ;  but  previous  to  any  de- 
claration that  thofe  who  had  already  ferved  on  Committees 
were  to  be  excufed,  thofe  who  had  not  fhould  be  obliged  to 
attend.  A  tall  of  the  Houfe  could  not  be  ordered  without 
notice,  but  he  believed  it  was  practicable,  though  not  ufualf 
to  fend  fpecial  notices  to  particular  Members  to  attend  in 
their  places  on  a  particular  day. 

The  queftion  was  put,  That  the  order  for  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  petition  complaining  of  an  undue  ele&ion  for 
Pumfries,  on  Tuefday  the  22d  March,  be  difcharged,  and 
the  Houfe  divided; 

Ayes,  57;  Noes,  31.     "Majority  a6. 
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The  bill  for  granting  relief  to  Roman  Catholics  was  read  a 
fecondtime;  and  on  the  motion  that  it  be  committed,  x'* 

The  Af after  of  the  Rolls  remarked,  that  the  fame  accuracy  Mater  df 
of  wording  had  not  taken  place  in  this  bill,  as  in  the  ToJe-  th«  Rolls* 
ration  acl,  and  other  ads  for  the  fame  purpofe.  He  confi- 
dcred  it  as  more  proper  and  confident  with  form,  that  the 
laws  which  were  intended  to  be  repealed  by  this  bill,  fhould 
have  been  particularly  recited,  and  referred  to,  than  that 
they  fhould  only  have,  been  mentioned  in  general  terms.-— 
He  had  made  this  obfervation  not  with  any  intention  of  op- 
pofing  the  bill,  but  only  that  he  might  not  take  the  honour- 
able gentleman  who  had  brought  in  the  bill  by  furprife,  if  he 
Jbouid  move  in  the  Committee  for  adopting  an  alteration  in 
the  manner  of  wording  it, 

\ix.Mitford begged  leave  to  allure  the  honourable  and  Mr. 
learned  gentleman,  that  he  would  find  his  objections  to  the  Mitfori. 
inufher  of  wording  the  bill  removed,  if  he  confidered  the  dif- 
ficulty, in  foch  a  vaftbody  of  laws,  of  particularly  enume- 
ftting  and  referring  to  them  all ;  the  Toleration  act  was  by 
flo  means  worded  with  fo  much  precifion  as  the  prefent  bill. 
It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  manner  in  whick  the  bill  was 
at  prefent  exprefled,  was  the  cleareft  2nd  mod  explicit.  In- 
iead  of  referring  to  the  particular  adts  which  were  to  be  re- 
pealed, thofe  objects  which  were  intended  by  the  bill  were 
folly  and  diftin£Uy  enumerated  ;  and  he  trufted,  that  if  the 
Honourable  gentleman  would  pay  the  fame  attention  to  the 
iibjeft  as  the  framers  of  the  bill,  he  would  be  equally  con* 
vinced  of  the  propriety  of  the  mode  which  had  been 
adopted. 

'  The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  committed  on  the  enfuing 
Thurftlav. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday,   lid  March. 

Mr.  Henry  Hobart,  from  the  Select  Committee  who  were 
appointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits  of  the  petition  of 
William  Paxton,  Efq. ;  and  alfo  the  petition  of  the  feveral 
perfons  whofe  names  are  thereunto  fubferibed,  on  behalf  of 
themfelves  and  others,  being  legal  electors  of  Members  to 
fcrve  in  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Newark,  in  the  county 
of  Nottingham,  feverally  complaining  of  an  undue  election 
and  return  for  the  faid  borough,  informed  the  Houfe,. 
That  the  faid  Select  Committee  have  determined, 
That  the  right  of  voting  for  Members  to  ferve  io  Parlia- 
ment for  the  borough  of  Newark,  in  the  county  of  Notting- 
ham, is  in  the  .Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  all  the  inhabitants 
paying  fcot  and  lot  within  the  faid  borough* 

That 
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That  William  Crofbie,  Efq.  is  duly  eledcd  a  Bcigek 
ferve  in  this  prcfent  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  N 
ijj  the  county  of  Nottingham ;  •" 

And  that  John  Manners  Sutton,  Efq,  is  duly  deflfll 
Burgefs  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament  for  the  laid " 
of  Newark. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  int* 

Committee  on  the  bill  relative  to  Unreceived  Dividends, 

read ;  and  on  the  motion  for  the  Speaker's  leaving  the 

Mr. Whit-     Mr,  fVhitbread  faid,  that  he  ihould  not  detain  the 

toad.       by  any  apology  for  venturing  to  offer  himfelf  to  the  w 

the  Speaker  at  that  moment ;  becaufe  he  was  fo  thoi 

convinced  of  the  fatal  effects  with  which  the  prefent 

if  carried  Into  execution,  would  be  attended,  that  it 

.    his  indifpenfable  duty  to  oppofe  it  in  every  ftage  of.  its 

grefs.    With  this  qiotive,  he  now  rofe  to  ftate  the 

of  his  oppofition,  at  the  fame  time  craving  the  ind 

the  Houfe  for  an  inability  and  inexperience,  of  which  he 

moft  fully  ferifible,  and  which  be  feared  would  be  ' 

evident  in  the  courfe  of  the  obfervations  he^fhouU  offer* 

the  day  of  the  laft  debate,  he  had  entertained  the  moft 

guine  hopes  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 

the  alarm  and  disapprobation  which  his  firft  mention 

plan  had  produced,  not  only  among  the  Members  of 

iition,  but  among  thofe  who,  on  other  occafions,  n 

cuftomed  to  fan&ion  and  aid  his  meafures ;  perceiving 

the  ferment  whieh  had  been  raifed,  and-  was  daily  inci 

would  no  longer  have  perfifted  in  this  fcheme  of  violence 

fubterfuge :  two  extremes,  the  bad  qualities  of  which  " 

almoft  impoffible  to  unite,  but  which  here  were  ing 

and  unhappily  combined.      It  was  violent,  inafmnch 

jftruck  at  the  root  and  balls  of  all  public  credit  in  this 

try ;  fallacious  and  evafive,  inafmuch  as  it  held  out  \ 

people  of  this  country,  that  by  adopting  it,  they  wo 

lheltered  from  burdens,  which,  in  fad,  they  will  eveni 

and  perhaps  with  accumulated  intereft,  be  obliged  to 

inafmuch  as  its  utmoft  pretentions  can  only  be,  to 

for  a  time  the  evil  day  it  cannot  wholly  avert.    He 

ftood  that  it  had  bepn  much  the  fafhion  for  __ 

landed  property  to  approve  this  preje£t,  not  from  an 

gation  of  its  merit  or  demerit,  its  juftice  or  injuftice,  M 

caufe  it  fcreened  them  from  additional  taxes.    It  was  a 

principle,  in  his  mind,  for  a  man  to  acquieice  in  an 

injuftice  to  others,  becaufe  he  by  that  means  was  refcoed 

inconvenience,,  or  even  diftrefs,  himfelf;  moreover,  it 

a  narrow  and  fhort-fighted  policy.     Thefc  hurdea(S 

which  there  was  thus  procured  a  temporary  exemption, 

come  with  double  force  at  a  time  when  the  public  was 
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le  to  bear  tHeni.  In  the  laft  debate,  the  fubjeft  had  been 
loJIed  in  the  mdft  mafterly  manner  by  a  right  honourable 
hti>  Who  fat  hear  him ;  the  arguments  which  he  produced 

Se  full,  clear,  and  conclufive,  and  as  had  appeared  from 
anfwer,  which  was  attempted  to  be  given,  incontrovert- 
i    He  had  expdded  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
led  he  introduced  the  meafure,  would  have  mentioned  like- 
■  the  reafons  upon  which  he  founded  it.     Inftead  of  that, 
ever,  he  had  left  them  to  be  prefumed,  and  referved  to 
plf  the  privilege  of  dating  them,  when  he  replied  to  the 
lions  againft  the  meafure.     It  now  appeared  that  his 
honourable  friend,  to  whom  he  before  alluded,  had 
I  able  to  prefume  all  thofe  reafons,  and  to  refute  them, 
t  they  could  be  advanced  on  the  fide  which   they  were 
fed  to  defend,     rfe  therefore  had  only  a  few  words  to 
I  oppofltion  to  the  meafure,  after  the  full  and  able  dif- 
ti  of  its  dj  fad  vantages,  which  had  already  taken  place. 
Ibegn  flated  at  the  former  debate,  that  the  meafure  was 
filch  of  a  folemn  contract  between  the  public  and  the 
1  creditor,  and  fo  he  contended  it  was.     The  principle 
Ibill  had  been  proved  to  be  bad;  and  the  right  honour- 
jentleman  had,  in  his  mind,  admitted  it  to  be  fo,  by  not 
ng  it  farther.     l(  it  was  really  found  and  good,  it  would 
*  borne  him  out  to  Its  fulleft  extent,  or  it  was  no  prin- 
at  all.     If  ioo,OOOl.  was  a  fufficient  floating  balance 
,  it  was  fufiicient  it  all  times ;  that  ought  to  be  the  ftan- 
Fto  go  by,  and  all   balance  above    i  oo>pool.  (hould  bs 
from  the  Bank,  whenever  any  fuch  was  to  be  found. 
sw  of  no  ex i  (ling  law,  and  indeed  the  bill  on  the  table 
I  no  filch  law  did  exift,  nor  any  exifting  principle  of 
;  Upon  which  any  law  could  be  framed,  to  juftify  fuch 
lations  upon  private  property.    If  money  was  to  be 
i  from  the  Bank,  why  was  it  not  to  be  followed  through 
e  depofits  of  truft  ?  Why  was  it  not  to  be  feized  in  the 
;  <*f  the  private  Banker,  in  order  to  be  applied   to  the 
:fervice?  Nay,  why  was  if  Hot  to  be  feized  even  in  the 
after  it  had  been  depofited  there  a  certain  time,  and 
red  to  the  Exchequer  ?    Why  was  not  avarice  to  be 
I  Into  its  moft  fecret  recedes,  and  forced  to  furrender  its 
led  treafures  ?  What  difference  could  fubfift  between  the 
are  and  the  dafes  which  had  been  ftated  ?    Was  the  rea- 
lty money  was  to  be  appropriated  in  the  Bank,  and  not 
ny  other  depofit  'of  truft,  only  becaufe  it  was  known  to 
ijtte?  and  was  the  fecrefy  with  which  a  man  could  con- 
Ihis  property  t  the  fureft  means  of  preferring  it  ?     With 
rf  to  the  nature  of  the  fecurity,  it  was  propofed  that  this 
lid  be  transferred  frtJol  the  ?ank  to  the  Exchequer.    Tbe 
^OL.XXVHi;    "  4£  alte- 
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alteration  was  by  no  means  favourable  to  the  creditor. 
Bank,  as  a  trading  company,  might  be  in  a  flourif 
when  the  cafe  might  be  fuppofed  that  the  Exchequer* 
poffefs  a  (lulling.     There  was  no  reafon  that  the  roin^ 
Exchequer  (hould  pioduce  the  ruin  of  the  Rank.     Bfltj 
Bank  were  ruined,  ihe  refource  \o  which  the  Exchc 
have  recourfe  for  fupplies  would  then  be  cut  off.     Tbel 
honourable  gentleman  had  ftated  that,  except  in  one  < 
inftances,  there  had  every  week  been   remaining  in 
chequer  a  ca(h  balance  of  500,000!.     Why  thw 
this  money  1>e  employed  for  the  public  fervice,  in 
to  the  fum  which  was  wifhed  to  be  appropriated 
Bank  ?  To  put  a  familiar  cafe,  he  would  ftate  that  a  l 
man  had  kept  his  cafh  at  a  certain  Banker's  for  fomei 
that  from  having  always  found  his  demands  pun 
fwered,  he  had  acquired  the  utmoft  confidence  that  < 
was  placed  in  that  Banker's  hands  was  fecure.     ~~ 
propofcd  to  him  by  a  third  perfon,  to  take  a  certain  ] 
of  his  money  out  of  the  care  of  his  Banker,  and 
that  third  perfon,  who  might   allure  him  his  fe 
perfectly  good ;  and  in  confirmation  of  it  might  fay, 
<(  always  lying  by  me  a  fum  equal  to  that  I  wifh  tt>] 
iC  from  you."     It  would  ftrike  the  mind  of  the  " 
it  was  rather  extraordinary  that,  under  fuch  circur 
he  fliould  want  to  borrow  the  money  at  all;  but  hci 
naturally  go   beyond  this,  and  a(k,  a  In  cafe  your 4 
"  ihoukl  be  fpent,  what  fecurity  have  I  then  ?w  If  thei 
*  /hould  be,  "Oh  !  in  that  cafe,  I  will  iflue  my  notes  1 
"  difcount,  and  raife  money  to  fatisfy  your  demands.*^ 
muft   confefs,    he   thought  the  original  and  tried 
would  be  the  one  preferred  and  adhered  to*     It  was 4 
the  fame,  he  contended,  in   the  prefent  inftance ;  for^ 
all  evafion,  Exchequer  bills  were  the  fecurity  to  be 
upon.     This  accumulation  of  fecurities  reminded  hiral 
doctrine  of  an  ancient  Philofopher,  who  maintained  I 
earth  was  fupported  by  an, elephant.     This  dogma 
rent  in  his  fchool,  till  one  of  hisdifciples  afked  him,  1 
the  elephant  ftood  ?  The  anfwer  was,  a  tortoife.     Ottl 
ing  the  inquiry  farther,  and  piking  on  what  the  tortoife  J 
it  was   found  the  tortoife  had  nothing  to  ftand  upoajj 
thus  the  whole  theory  felk     This  was  an  exa& 
the  fecurity,  which  wasfirft  to  be  the  ioo,oooL  in  the] 
that  Hood  on  the   500,000!.  in  the  Exchequer,  andf 
Exchequer  bills,  which  were  in  fa&  nothing*     Jt  had  < 
mentioned,  as  a  proof  that  the  meafure  of  appropr 
dividends  hod  excited  no  alarm,  and  met  with  no  < 
bation  among  the  public  creditors,  that  fine*  its  firiii 
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on,  the  fum  of  thofe  dividends,  inflead  of  diminifhing,  had 
created.  From  the  fa£t  he  would  draw  an  inference  entirely 
^polite.  1  he  public  creditors  did  not  certainly  wi(h  their 
try  tote  appropriated,  but  by  their  conduct  in  allowing  • 
continue  in  the  Bank,  they  .gave  a  proof  of  their  confi- 
e  in  the  Puhlic,  and  their  aflurance  that  the  bill  would 
be  permitted  to  pafs.     A  remarkable  expreflibn  had  fallen    . 

the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  the  price  of  flocks 
forac  time  pail  had  rifen,  in  circum fiances  very  unfayour* 
to  fuch  rife.     Might  it  be  proper  to  afk  the  right  ho- 
abU  gentleman,  who  fronphis  (ituation  alone  could  be 
painted,    what    thofe  circumflances  were?   the  inquir^ 
certainly  of  the  moil  material  confequence  to  the  nation. 
tt  all  the  boafts  which  had  been  heard  of  the  flourifhing 
> of  the  nation,  and  the  important  advantages  acquired  by 
late  convention  with  Spain,  it  might  rather  have  been 
ofed  that  the  circumflances  of  the  time  were  highly  fa- 
table  to  a  rife  of  flocks.    The  next  thing  he  (hould  touch 
■»,  was  the  confent  of  the  (lock- holders,  upon  the  uisequi- 
U  proof  of  which,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
heiited  to  reft  his  meafure;  and  he  had  endeavoured  to 
pe  this  confent  from  inference.     In  working  up  the  in* 
id  confent,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  purpofely, 
indeed  wifely,  fet  afide  one  ingredient,  which  would  not 
r*wcll  affimilate  with  the  reft  of  the  compofition ;  he 
Hft  the  letter  fubjoined  to  the  Bank  petition,  a  voluntary 
•xprefs  diflent,  entered  into  by  ten  refpe&able  houfes. 
fright  honourable  gentleman  got  over  this,  by  faying, 
r  authority,  in  their  prefent  inflance,  ought  to  have  lead 
4ir,  becaufe  they  were  foreign  agents,  and  confequently 
:?ed  the  dividends  regularly  for  thofe  by  whom  they  were 
jnted.     But  it  was  to  be  remarked,  that  thefe  gentlemen 
p  not  only  agents  but  proprietors  :yand  if,  as  had  juftly 
t  Hated,  even  the  oppofttion  of  an  individual  ought  not 
1  overlooked,  was  not  the  oppofition  often  refpedable  - 
u,  in  which  they  were  feconded  by  fo  many  others,  en- 
to  fome  regard  ?  After  all,  fuppofingeven  the  principle 
►  meafure  to^be  laudable,  and  the  lecurity  which  it  of- 
good,  .and  the  confent  #>f  the  flock-holders  obtained,  . 
rich  be  abfolutely  denied,  ftill  he  (hould  oppofe  the 
re*  as  contrary  to  that  fyflem  of  finance  which  had 
held  out  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman.    In  bring - 
rvrard  his  armament  budget,  he  had  called  loudly  and 
ntly  upon  the  Members  to  look  their  (ituation  in  the 
and  make  a  fjair  and  manly  provifion  for  its  exigencies; 
bad  ever  been  more  univerfally  anfwered.     To  thofe 
who  thought  that  the  convention  had  been  bene- 
4E  2  ficial 
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ficial  to  commerce,  bad  e(tablime4  rights,  or  fecpredi^ 
fitions,  it  was  furely  a  ditinterefted  exertion  to  pay  th§i 
of  thofe  advantages,  in  ordgr  that  they  might  defcend  to| 
terity  free  from  all  incumbrance  of  expenee.  It  yras$A 
however,  to  thofe  gentlemen,  who  thought  as  he  qt& \ 
great  and  unpardonable  ejrrors  nad  been  committed  tp  | 
condu&  of  that  convention,  while  no  advantages  had  1 
fecured,  to  pay,  by  an,  effort,  of  their  own,  -fheprifr 
burden  of  the  rafhnefs  and  folly  that  had  been  comroftia 
thejr  own  day.  It  was  not(|fiiown  at  what  time  this  ja; 
which  cop^d  only  'afford  a  tempqrary  Vefource,  miglit 
called  for,  and  though  it  had  been  find  that  it  was  not^ 
fuppofe  extremities,  yet  furely  it  would  be  allowed  tii 
was  .noj  only,  extremely  prober,  but  neceffary,  to  ft) 
them. in  a  buunefs  lijte  the  prefent,  where  the  public^ 
was  at  flake,  and  where;  if  once  a  panic  was  taken^  it  • 
certainly  lead  to  extremities.  On  thefe  grounds  collates 
and  on  all  thofe  he  had  before  flawed,  he  would  contead*t 
U  the  Speaker  donot  leave  the  chair.* 
Mr.  Mr.  Steclt  obferved,  that   all  the  reafoning  to  \ 

Steele*    honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  had  chofen  tfff 
arofe  upon  the  opinion  that  the  money  paid    in£o  tfca.! 
reils  ever  after  there  for  the  purpofe  for  which  it  is  p  * 
that  a|l  connection  anil  intereft  in  thajt  lwney  featei 
Public,  or  thofe  entrufted  wfth  the  management  i 
bufinefs.     If  this  opinion  were  not  well  founded,  a,U  1  ^ 
ments  fell  to  the  ground.     It  was  neceflkry  to  revertTI 
3&s  of  Parliament,  upon  the  authority  of  which  t|tf«i 
is  iffued.     Wo  mention  had  been  made  of  the  tenmj 
original  contrad.     It  is  there  provided,  that  certatiN 
ties  be  given,  and  that  rpbney,  pa  certain  days,  bej 
the  hands  of  tjie  Ban^  for  the  payment  of  thefc  a 
But  this  money  is  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Cafhier  kf| 
of  intereft  and  account.     Thef$  words  conveyed  tohSfj 
the  clear  fenfe  that  the  Public  was  ftill  at  liberty  to 
the  balance."    If  not,  why  was  the  Camier  called  oj 
Why  was  an  account  taken  of  the  balance  remaining tf 
band  ?     The  extent  of  the  engagement  Between  thfcJ 
and  .the  public  creditor  was,  that   money  fhouid  be  i 
from  time  to  time,  in  order  to  difcharge  the  claims  of  I 
reft,  and  that  fecurity  fhouid  always  he  afforded.    If  J 
Security  was  found  in  the  prefent  hil\,  nothing  farther < 
J>e  required. v  If  the  alteration,  of  the  fecurity  was  cm 
to  be  an  objection,  it  was  an  obje£tion  which  equally  J 
\o  the  repeal  of  any  tax  appropriated  to  the  payment  e| 
public  creditor." / By  the  prefent  bill,  ioo,oooL  was  aft 
provided  for  discharging  any  immediate  claims.    Any  < 
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ciency  was  to  be  made  uri  from  the  Exchequer';  and'  if  the 
Exchequer  (hould  pot  prove  adequate,  the'  Treafury  would 
i  be  required  to  iffue  bills  at  any  intereft,  in  ofdeV  cbYn'pletely 
to  fatisfy  thp  claims  of  the  creditors.     The'  cre'dhors'  werfe 
pot  required  to  take  thefe  bills  ;  they  were*  only'  to  be  em- 
ployed as  the  medium  of  procuring  the  neceflafy  fum.     As 
to  the  point  of  public  opinion,  it  appeared  that  no  alarm  had   • 
been  taken  from  the  prefent  meafure.     The  fum  of  the  un- 
claimed dividends  had  considerably  increnfed.    It  might,  have 
r  been  expelled,  that  had   any  fufpicions  been'  entertained  of 
'   the  bad  confequences   of  the  meafure,  a  quantity  of  ftock 
i   pould  have  Jaeen  fold  at  a  diminifhed  price,  whereas  the  re- 
|  yerfe  would  appear  to  be  the  cafe. 

»       Sir  Bcnjarrtin  Htmmet)  having  firft  obferved  that  he  had  Sir  Ben*, 
been  entrufted  with  a  re<ition  agnnft  the  bill,  figned   by   a  Hammet. 
nioft  refpe£lable  body  of  ftockhblders,  which,  he  hoped,  how- 
f    ever,  it  would  not  be  neceflary  to  prefent,  pronounced   an 
;    eulogium  upop   Mr.   "Whitbread,  and  expatiated  concerning 
the  ingenuity  and  eloquence  with  which  he  had  oppofed  the 
:    bill  at.  this  early  period  of  his  appearance  in  the  Houfe.     He 
I    renewed  the  propofition  which  he  had  made  before,  to  which 
i    be  was  confident  of  the  aflent  of  the  Hank,  that  the  Minifter 
j.   {hould  take  500,000!.  without  intereft,  fo  long  as  it  fhoujd 
\   femain  unclaimed,  and  thus  avoid  all   the  violence   of  the 
b  meafure  propofed  by  the  bill,  leave  the  fecurities   as  they 
f    ywe,  and  prevent  unnceflary  alarm.     In  hopes  that  this  ex- 
pedient might  be  adopted,  he  propofed  to  adjourn  until  the    ' 
>  enfujng  day.     Sir  Benjamin  remarked,  that  there' was  a  dif- 
i    tin&ion  between  the  right  and  the  power.     The  Houfe  of 
1    Commons  had  no  right  to  commit  injuftice;  they  had  no* 
right  to  do  wrong.     The  meafure  of  feizing  oil  the  unclaim- 
j-  ed  dividends  was  a  robbery,  and,  as  fuch,  it  Would  be  refitted.. 
I    To  a  fimilar  principle  with  that  of  this  meafure,  he  attributed 
&   the  American  war.     In  conclofion,  he  moved  for  the  ad- 
\   journment. 

Mr.  Uufley  obferved  that,  confidering  the  great  aim  of  the  M. 
prefent  meafure  in  the  light  of  a  faving  of  20,oool.  a  year,  Huflejr. 
be  had  firft  fuggefte*d  how  it  could  be  attained  in  a  much  bet- 
ter way  than  by  feizing  the  unclaimed  dividends.  With  the 
lame  view,  he  was  now  ready  to  approve  of  the  expedient 
propoft  d  by  the  honourable  Member.  At  a  meeting  which 
had  taken  place,  the  Governor  and  Directors  of  the  Barik 
had  propofed  to  theMinifler  to  lend  500,0001.  upon  Exche- 
quer bills,  without  fecurity,  for  a  limited  time.  Heafkedif 
it  would  be  called  for,  and  upon  being  told,  that  the  period 
»  of  the  /ban  was  meant  to  be  limited,  faid,  that  it  would  not 
anfwer  the* purpofes  of  his  bill.  The  queftion  was  not,  whe- 
ther 
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ther  the  fecurity  propofed  was  good,  but  whether  the  contrail 
was  broken  ?  It  had  been  Cud,  that  the  money  was  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  Cafliier,  by  way  of  intereft  and  account, 
not  furely  in  order  to  be  refumed,  but  in  order  to  afcertaia 
that  it  was  paid.  •  The  fecurity  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
ftated  to  be  as  good  as  the  fecurity  of  the  Bank.  But  it  was 
certainly  rather  a  ft  range  mode  of  procedure  to  take  money 
from  the  public  creditor  to  appropriate  to  the  fcrvice  of  the 
State,  and  to  apply  the  money  in  the  Exchequer,  voted  for 
other  purpofes,  to  the  payment  of  the  public  creditor.  The 
meafure  was  certainly  a  breach  of  contract,  and  it  had  a 
tendency,  in  whatever  degree,  to  impair  the  public  credit* 
On  all  other  occaiions,  the  Minifter  had  been  accuftomed  to 
regard  with  a  jealous  eye  every  encroachment  upon  the  pub- 
lic credit,  and  therefore,  he  trufted  that,  by  de fitting  from 
his  purpofe,  he  would  ftridly  guard  again  ft  the  confluences 
to  be  dreaded  in  the  prefent  inftance. 

Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  Bank  might  be 
ready  to  advance  thefum  of  500,0001.,  but  it  was  neceflary 
that  the  propofal  fliould  l>e  laid  before  the  Houfe  by  official 
authority,  and  not,  as  now,  prove  entirely  a  matter  of  indi- 
vidual fuggeft  ion.  Nor  could  it  influence  the  propofal,  or 
prevent  it,  at  any  future  period,  fiom  being  laid  before  the 
Houfe,  that  they  fliould  now  proceed  with  the  Committee* 
Since  the  circumftance  of  the  converfation  had  been  men- 
tioned, he  thought  it  neceflary  to  explain  its  circumftancev 
The  fum  had  been  propofed  to  be  advanced  for  a  limited  num- 
ber of  years.  The  propofal,  however,  did  not  meet  the  pur* 
pofes  of  his  bill,  which  he  had  brought  forward  on  the  pro- 
bability that  the  money  would  never  be  called  for,  while,  at 
the  fame  time,  he  had  thought  neceflary  to  provide  for  the 
poffibility.  He  ftated  then  that  if  the  Bank  would  advance 
the  fum  of  6oo,cool.  till  the  whole  fliould  have  been  called 
for,  he  would  accede  to  the  propofal,  which,  for  the  fake  of 
unanimity,  he  was  ftill  willing  to  do,  in  this  advanced  ftage 
of  the  hufinefs. 

Mr.Grcy.  Mr.  Grey  begged  leave  to  congratulate  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  upon  the  appearance  of  an  unexpected  pro- 
pen  fit  y  to  recede  a  little  from  the  meafure  which  he  had  pro- 
pofed. It  was  a  mofl  excellent  principle  which  had  been  fug- 
gefted  by  an  honourable  gentleman,  though  it  feemed  to  have 
been  received  with  fome  ridicule,  that  this  Houfe  had  no 
right  to  do  wrong,  though  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  might  be  inclined  to  enter- 
tain the  fame  fentiments  with  Csefar, 

14  Caefar  did  never  wrong  without  juft  caufe,* 

Oppofitiofl 
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Oppofition  to  the  bill,  while  founded  on  the  principles  of 
juftice,  was  not  lefs  fandionecf  by  the  maxims  of  policy.  It 
had  been  a1  iedged,  that  the  contrail  allowed  the  balance  to 
be  re  fumed  ;  hut  it  Teamed  to  be  merely  aflertion,  and  to 
want  all  (up port  of  argument ;  and,  in  fuch  a  contrail,  he 
trailed  that  it  would  never  be  thought  that  all  that  was  re- 

Juired  was  adherence  to  the  letter,  or  that  any  attempt 
jould  be  made  to  force  from  the  wording  conftruS ions  con- 
trary to  its  principle  and  fpirit.  Such  an  attempt  would  draw 
down  after  it  mdft  mifchievous  conferences,  and  could  ne- 
ver be  fufficiently  reprobated.  He  felt  that  he  was  contend- 
ing again  ft  a  meafure,  which  had  received  the  approbation 
of  a  great  majority  :  but  while  this  circumftance  was  to  them 
a  matter  of  triumph,  to  him  it  was  n.at'er  of  regret.  There 
feemed  femewhere  to  be  a  feeling  of  intereft  different  from 
the  public  credit.  It  was  remarked  by  Hume,  that  the  landed 
and  monied  intereft  were  infeparable.  On  the  union  between 
them  the  ilcurity  of  both  depended.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  in  foine  inftances  credit  mull  be  facrificed  to  fclf-prefer- 
vation  ;  but  this  principle  could  only  be  allowed  in  cales  of 
the  greateft  extremity.  The  meafure  which  was  propofed  by 
the  hill,  was,  fir  ft,  as  had  been  ftated  by  his  right  honour- 
able friend,  injurious  to  the  ifiterefts  of  the  Bank.  It  had 
been  faid  that  they  were  merely  agents.  But  he  would  only 
aft,  does  the  money  belong  to  the  Public  ?  Should  he  re- 
ceive an  anfwer  in  the  negative,  they  who  a£led  in  the  inter- 
mediate capacity  between  the  creditors  and  Public,  like  all 
other  Bankers,  were  certainly  entitled  to  the  ufe  of  the  mo* 
Jiey,  while  it  was  allowed  to  continue  in  their  hands.  If  the 
Government  was  left  at  liberty  by  the  original  contrafl  to 
take  the  money,  why  was  it  now  neceffary  to  frame  an  ad  of 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  ?  With  regard  to  the  qu  eft  ion  of 
fecurity,  if,  by  this  bill,  it  appeared,  that  the  fecurity  was 
changed,  no  neceffity  exifted  for  inquiring  whether  it  was 
good.  The  principle,  not  the  mode  or  degree,  was  the  ob- 
ject of  condemnation.  The  fecurity  could  not  be  changed 
without  the  confent  of  the  public  creditors.  It  had  been  - 
dated,  that  the  alteration  extended  merely  to  the  form,  and 
not  to  the  fubftance ;  but  the  Minifter  had  as  much  right  to 
withhold  part  of  the  i flues,  as  to*  withdraw  the  money  which 
was  due,  if  not  immediately  claimed.  In  both  cafes,  the  cre- 
ditor, even  though  he  received  his  own  dividend,  without 
any  diminution,  had  a  right  to  complain  that  the  general  fe- 
curity was  weakened.  It  had  beea  contended  that  thofe  cre- 
ditors who  were  diflatisfied  ^ith  the  bill,  were  at  liberty  to 
ex pnds  their  difapprobation,  by  withdrawing  their  money* 
But  could  it  be  inferred  that  they  were  afforded  a  fair  pro- 
perty? 
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perty  ?  Several  of thofe  creditors  were  foreigners  In  order 
,to  withdraw  their  money,  they  were  under  the  neceffity  fcr 
employing  agents,  of  incurrirfg  trouble  dnd  expense,  only 
again  to  inveit  their  property  in  that  fecurityj  of  which  tbcj 
at  prefenr  enjoyed  the  benefit  without  incumbrance*  Was 
the  formality  of  a  letter  of  Attorney  neceflary  in  order  to  give 
their  right  additional  ftrength  and  validity  r  or  did  it  become 
Jefs  their  property^  becaufe  it  had  not  been  received  ?  In  the 
mean  time,  while  the  money  was  unclaimed,  the  ufe  and 
pro£t  naturally  belonged  to  the  Bankers.  The  opinions  of 
the  moft  eminent  Lawyers  on  this  point  had  already  been 
placed  by  his  right  honourable  friend  in  a  clear  point  of  view. 
An  inference  to  the  fame  purpofe  might  be  gathered  from 
what  had  fallen  from   Mr.  Wood,  that  if  the  Bank  fhouM 

,  embezzle  the  money,  Government  were  not  obliged  to  make 
up  the  deficiency.  In  thefe  circumflances,  he  hoped  that 
recourfe  would' not  be  had  to  any  word  orietrer  Co  overturn 
.what  was  evidently  the  fpirit  and  meaning  of  the  adr,  awl 
that  if  fome  bad   precedents  had  already  been  quoted,  tht 

. .  Houfe  would  only  prove  more  careful  not  to  add  to  the  num- 

,  her.  In  order  that  the  meafure  propofed  by  the  bill  fhouMbe 
carried  into  execution,  the  con  fen  t  of  every  ftockholder  was 
ivecefliry.  Jf  500,0001.  fhould  be  taken,  their  fecarity  was 
ib  \nuch  diminiftied.  If  the  money  fhould  be  withdrawn, 
what  was  it,  after,  all,  but  a  temporary  faving  of  intereft, 
purchased  at  the  expence  of  doubts  and  alarms,  and  attended 

,with  a  violation  of  the  rights  of  individuals,  and  the  danger 
of  injury  to  the  public  credit  ?  He  would  conclude  With  quot- 
ing a  paflage  from  Hume's  Effay  on  the  Public  Credit,  an. 
author  whom  he  had  before  had  pccafion  to  mention.— M  The 
"  right  of  felf-prefervation  is  undeniable  in  every  individual, ; 
"  much  more  in  ,every  community.  And  the  folly  of  ow 
"  Statefmen  muft  then  be  greater  than  the  folly  of  thofe  who 
"  firft  contracted  debt,  or,  what  is  more,  of  thofe  whd 
lt  trufted,  or  continue  to  truft,  this  fecurity,  if  thefe  Stated 

.  "  men  have  the  means  of  fafety  in' their  hands,  and  do  tat] 
€*  employ  them.  The  funds  created  and  mortgaged,  will  kf  i 
4*  that  time  bring  in  a  large  yearly  revenue,  fufflcient  forthe  1 
u  defence  and  fecurity  of  the  nation.  Money  was,  perhaps,  ] 
u  lying  in  the  Exc!*quer  ready  for  the  difcharge  of  theqaar-  I 
"  terly  intereft:  Neceflity  calls,  fear  urges,  reafon  exhorts,  | 
4*  compaffion  alone  exclaims :  the  money  will  immediately 
"  be  feized  for  the  current  fervice  under  the  moft  folemn  : 
"  protestations  perhaps. of  being  immediately  replaced.  Bat  | 
cc  no  more  is  requifite.  The  whole  fabric,  already  tottering*  j 
u  falls  to  the  ground,  and  buries  thoufands  in  its  ruins.** 

Mr.  ■ 
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Mr.  Rofi  founded  his  arguments  upon,  the  report  of  theM.RoC*. 
Commiflionera  of  Accounts*  and  contended  tha$  t^e  $ank 
had  no  right  to  ufeany  of  the  money,  or  profits  which  might 
arife  from  its  being  placed  there.     He  ftated   the,  allowance 
of  ioo,oool.  per  annum,  which  the  Bank  received  from  Go- 
vernment for  tranfa&ing  their  bufinefs,  and  contended  that 
they could  be  confidered  in  no  other  light  but  as  agents; 
.therefore,  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  been  ftated  to  be  tru  flees, 
i  in  his  opinion,  had  very  indifferent  grounds  to  go  upon  ; 
I  |he  money  was  now  lying  ufelefs  in  the  Bank  to  eveVy  per- 
j.fon  who  could  have  any  jud  claim  to  ufe  it,  and  was  certainly 
i  a  proper  object  for  Government  to  apply  to  the  public  fer- 
l  tfice.     For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  believe  that  any  perfonj 
in  or  out  of  the  Houfe,  believed  that  the  Bank  had  any  fight 
;,{d  keep  thefe  balances  in  their  hands ;  and  he  would  aflert, 
•  jhat  according  to  the  very  a&  of  Parliament  which  placed  it 
1  &  their  hands,  no  fuch  right  to  keep  it  was  recognized  j  on 
Ae  contrary,  he  was  clearly  of  opinion,  that  the  Exchequer; 
•might  not  only  call  for  it,  but  enforce  the  payment  of  it  by 
frocefs;  yet  it  muft  be  admitted,  that  if  the  Exchequer  were 
«to  call  for  balances  conformable  to  the  ftate  of  accounts  made 
\  out  a  year  and  a  half  before,  the  Rank  might  arifwer,  "  We 
"  certainly  did  owe  that  fum,  and  muft  have  paid  it,  but 
:M  fince  that  time  we  have  paid  moft  part  of  it,  and  we  have 
*  not  now  fo  much  in  our  pofleflion.      Hcfliould,  however, 
venture  to  contend,  that  the  Exchequer  could  legally  call  tor 
i .the  balance  from  arrears  on  dividends  on  the  public  funds  veft-  ' 

■ed  in  the  Bank.     It  had  been  mentioned,  and. that  exultingly, 
c^j  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide,  that  there  was  always  in  the 
;  Exchequer,  as  they  heard  from  authority,  a  furplus  not  leis 
than  500,0001.,  and  they  had  afked  what  was  the  reafon  for 
toot  ufing  this  balance  for  the  pubiic_fervice,  rather  than  re- 
quiring that  fum  from  the  Bank,  "from  whom  they  had  no 
flight  to  take  it  ?     To  this  he  would  anfwer,  that  the  furplus 
.ftated  to  be  in  the  Exchequer,  was  there  on  terms  of  exprefs 
i  a<5s  of  Parliament,  as  a  provifion  for  particular  and  fpeci- 
pfied  purpofes,  and  could  not  be  interfered  with;  whereas  he 
|.had  yet  heard  nothing  to  fatisfy  him  why  the  floating  ba- 
lances in  the  Bankfhould  not  be  appropriated,  nor  any  argu- 
ments againft  the  meafure  but  what  were  founded  on  impro- 
babilities. 

Sir  J.  St.  Cla'r  Er/kine  remarked,  that  he  could  not  avoid  Sir  James 
liflening  with  aftonilhment,  and  he  believed  that  the  furprife  St.  Clair 
of  numbers  in  the  Houfe  was  equal  to  his  own,  when  the  Erflune. 
honourable  gentleman  (bettered  himfelf  under  the  rt range  af- 
fertion  that  the  laws  of  the  country  countenanced  the  wild 
and  violent  attempt  which  was  made  by  the  bill  on  the  table,. 
Vol.  XXVUI.  4F  «> 
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to  wreft  from  the  public  creditor  the  fecurity  which  he  now 
had,  or  to  vary  it  at  all  againft  the  confenr  of  the  whole  of 
%   the  public  creditors*     That  the  confent  of  the  public  credi- 
tor had  been,  in  any  degree,  obtained*  he  denied,  and  there- 
fore muft  confider  the  prefent  bill  as  a  dire&  breach  of  the 
contra£t  exifting  by  -afts  of  Parliament  between  the  Pubik 
and  the  public  creditor.     He  contended  againft   Mr.  Rote's 
proportion,  that  the  Exchequer  had  a  right  to  call  for  thft 
floating  balances  in  the  Bank,  and  afft-rted  that  no  fuch  right 
exifted ;  on  the  contrary,  that  the  whole  of  the  honourable 
gentleman's  reafoning  went  to  encourage  and  pradife  a  me- 
ditated fraud  upon  the  public  creditor ;  a  fraud  that  wasgiar 
ing,  and  not   lefs  dangerous  in  its  confequences  from 
Teeming  approbation  which  this  obnoxious  meafure  had 
with  ever  fince  it  came  into  the  Houfe.     From  the  ma 
in  which  money  was  paid  into  the  Bank,  by  ttiofe  whofe  n 
property  it  was,  and  who  chofe  to   have  it  there,  and 
where  elfe,  there  could  be  no  right  or  power  whatever 
take  it  out  of  the  Bank,  without  the  confent  of  tbofe  wfc« 
were  the  real  and  only  proprietors  of  it.     He  always 
dered  the  Sank,  not  merely  as  agents,  which  fome  gent 
wifhed  to  do,  but  as  truftees  likewife  for  the  public  creditor 
The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  that  there  was  no  lav 
which  gave  the  Bank  a  right  to  keep  this  money,  or  to  ufi 
it  for  their  own  profit  and  advantage.     He  might  as  well, 
the  fame  time,  Trave  dated,  that  there  was  no  particular i 
which  authorifed  private  Bankers  txrufe,  for  their  own  p 
fit,  the  fums  of  money  which  their  cuftomers  left   in  thai 
hands;  and  he  believed  that  no  perfon  would  fuppofe  that  ~ 
remained  perfeflly  ufelefs  in  the  private  Bankers  hands,  n 
indeed  could  any  perfon  be  warranted  in  entertaining  foch  : 
idea.     The  cafe  with  thji'Bank  of  England  was  perte&ly  t| 
feme ;  and  as  both  were  obliged  to  pay  the  money  upon 
mand  of  their  cuftomers,  it  was  impoflible  that  any  law  c 
•   •  aPP'y  to  t*ie,r  tranfaflions  ;  becaufe  every  particular  a<3 

have  a  limited  time  for  its  operation  ;  and  in  the  cafe  of 
ney  being  in  the  Bank,  or  with  any  private  Banker,  pa< 
on  demand  at  the  will  and  caprice  of  the  cuftomer,  no  fi 
limitation  could  he  fixed.  Stopping  the  quarterly  ifliies  fh 
the  Exchequer,  for  particular  purpofes,  and  putting  them 
others,  he  confidered  to  be  quite  as  fair  andjuft  as  the  rah 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  wifhed  to  give  to  the  Ex- 
chequer of  feizing  the  money  of  the  public  creditor,  a 
changing  the  fecurity  without  his  confent.  He  laid  it  do< 
as  a  maxim,  that  public  neceffity  and  good  faith  in  the  natJ 
were  only. to  be  maintained  by  a  due  observance  of  the  cm 
traAs,  whatever  they  might  Be,  which  the  country  bad 

terw 
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tered  into  with  the  public  creditor,  and  if  the  prefent  bill 
were  pafled  into  a  law,  he  would  affirm  that  it  was  a  pofitive 
violation  of  public  faith,  public  character,  and  public  juftice. 
He  next  adverted  to  the  pofitive  diffent  which  had  been  given 
to  this  bill,  and  that  from  people  highly  refpe&able  in  point 
of  numbers,  confequence,  and  character.  He  then  took  no- 
tice of  the  letter  that  was  fubjoined  to  the  petition  from  the 
Bank,  which,  from  its  nature  and  contents,  as  well  as  from 
the  fignatti  res  affixed  to  it,  had  great  weight  with  him,  bow- 
ever  lightly  the  right  honourable  gentleman  might  tre^t  them. 
That  right  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated,  on  a  former 
day,  that  no  attention  was  due  to  thofe  gentlemen,  becaufe 
they  were  merely  agents  for  foreigners,  and  but  little  jnte- 
refted  in  the  event  of  the  prefent  queftion,  for  it  was  known 
that  they  drew  out  their  dividends  on  the  day  they  were  due, 
and  could  not  be  affefled  by  any  meafure  which  merely  re- 
garded arrears.  Thinking  widely  different  on  the  queftion, 
he  could  not  help  confidering  their  opinions  as  formed  from 
their  knowledge  of  the  fentiments  of  other  countries,  collect- 
ed from  correfpondence,  as  worthy  of  very  ferious  attention. 
He  had  always  regarded  the  opinions  of  foreigners  refpefling 
the  public  credit  and  good  faith  6f  this  country,  as  a  matter 
of  the  greateft  importance  to  our  prefent  welfare  and  future 
profperity ;  and  he  much  feared  that  the  popularity  which 
had  attended  this  meafure  amongft  that  defcription  of  men, 
generally  called  the  landed  intereft,  would  add  to  the  other 
bad  confcquences  of  fuch  a  precedent. 

Ftom  thefe  points,  he  next  proceeded  to  fome  remarks  con- 
cerning the  conduct  of  the  Exchequer  in  Charles  the  Second's 
time,  and  afterwards  in  King  William's  reign.  He  argued 
on  all  that  had  been  offered  as  precedents  for  this  bill,  con- 
tending that  no  appofite  inference  whatfoever  ha4  been 
drawn ;  and  that  even  if  this  had  proved  the  cafe,  it  would 
have  been  wrong  to  have  followed  the  example.  He  there- 
fore concluded  by  thinking,  that  a  temporary  advantage  of 
20,oool.  per  annum  was  an  objeft  too  trifling,  even  when 
fupported  by  the  weak  arguments  and  little  precedents  which 
had  been  ftated,  to  allow  the  nation  to  paufe  a  moment  in 
condemning  fo  unjuft,  fo  arbitrary,  and  fo  dangerous  a  mea- 
fure. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  he  muft  take  the  liberty  to  advert  to  Mr.  Fox. 
theaffertion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  lalt,  but 
one,  that  the  Exchequer  pofleffed  a  right  to  call*  for  thefe 
faros  from  .  the  Bank ;  it  had  been  ftated  that  no  perfon 
would  venture  to  deny  that  right :  now,  he,  for  one,  was 
bold  enough  to  deny  that  any  fueh  legal  right  exifted  any 
where;  and  though  tbis'might  not  be  the  time  to  enter  upon 

4  F  2  that 


S8*  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1791 

that  queftion,  ftill  he  would  challenge  the  honourable  gea» 
tleman  to.difcufs  it,  and  that  at  fome  early  period;  bciqf 
anxious,  oqw  that  new  ground  was  ftarted,  to  have  it  full; 
argued  and  fettled,  that  the  path  might  be  known  in  wbid  ^ 
thfcy  were  to  tread  before  they  gave  any  final  decifion  opoA  : 
the  bill  before  them.     On  this  occafion,  he  trufted  that'tfo 
Crown  Lawyers  would  alfo  come  forward,  aqd  avow  tka^ 
tight  whicjh  the  Exchequer  was  faid  to  poflefs  ;  and  he  WNP 
the  more  anxious  to  hear  them  enter  into  the  defence  of  A 
ftrancre  a  principle,  bpcaufe  he  would  undertake,  howfoerei 
flight  Ixls  pretentions  might  be  to  a  decifive  inveftigation  W 
law  qli^ftiQiis,  to  overfet  this  doclrine,   as  often  as  any  at*1] 
tempts  ftiourd  b^  made  for  its  eftablifhment. 
Mr.  Pitt.      "Mr«  Chancellor  Pitt  having  exprefled  his  wlfhes  tq  avoid 
going,  into  any  difcuffionof  that  law,  queftion  which  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  was  inclined  to  pnw-ke,  becaufcTw 
did  no.t  think  this  a  very  proper  time  to  have  introduced 
oj;  to  have  offered  the  challenge  which  the  right  honour' 
gentleman  had  thrown  out,  and  upon  the  iffue  of  which 
no.  doubt,  expe&ed  fome  caufe  for  triumph,  adverted  to  % 
had  fallen  from  an  honourable  Director  of  the  Bank  on  a 
mer  day,  who  had,  like  others  connected  with  the  Bank,  "tfc& 
fu'fed  any  ufe  which  they  had  of  the  money  as  being  that 
caufe  of  complaint  to-day.     It  appeared  that  this  was  to  be"* 
ftrong  argument  for  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide,  thouglj 
till  this  hour,  it  was  never  underwood  that  they  had  nude  W 
a  confederation. 

Mr.  Mr.  Torie  contended  that  there  were  laws  which  empower-*" 

Yorkc.  ed  the  Exchequer  to  call  upon  the  Bank  for  unclaimed  arreatl| 
and  the  public  funds  in  their  hands.  Upon  this  occafion,  h* 
muty  take  the  liberty  to  remark,  that  a  right  hpnourablegeft*' 
tleman  (Mr.  Fox)  did  not  appear  extremely  friendly  to  the] 
Lawyers,  as  he  feldom  treated  them  with  much  refpe6r.  A$ 
to  Mr.Hume's  opinions,  which  had  been  fo  ftrongly  put  bfi 
an  honourable  Member,  though  he  tfonfidered  Mr.  Huraettf 
heppfleflefled  of  great  ingenuity  in  reafoning,  and  very  brih 
liant  abilities,  ftill,  upon  the  fubjecl  of  public  credit,  fcg 
was  far,  very  far,  indeed,  from  confided ng  his  political  f»IK' 
timents  as  infallible. 

Mjv  Mr.  Jhornton  declared  that  he  never  had  averted  that  the' 

Thornton  Bank  had  no  profit  from  money  in  their  hands,  although  * 
they  had,  in  his  opinion,  (hewn  much  better  grounds  thain  " 
that  for  their  petition.  He  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  ' 
Bank  was  r°foonfib!e  for  the  management  of  the  public  nx>-  I 
ney  ;  and  befides  the  neceffary  expence  of  that  management} 
had  many  oth^r  difficulties  and  lofles  to  encounter,  to  pro- 
vide againft  which,  all   the  allowances   they  had  were  not 

ora- 
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tnnuch.  They  had  562I.  ios.  upon  every  million  of  Ex- 
lequer  bills;  and  as  to  the  extent  of  the  claims  which 
ignt  come  upon  the  Bank  at  one  time,  dn  the  9th  of  July 
ey  had  paid  on  one  day  500,0001.  of  dividends* 
Mr.  Burke  faid  that,  for  his  own  part,  far  from  being  ad*  Mr,Burke 
irfe  to  the  Lawyers,  he  refpedted  them  very  much,  and 
oteefpecially  now  that  they  had  adopted  a  manner  entirely 
sw,  of  coming  down  with  their  opinions.  It  had  been  the 
iftice  for  Lawyers  to  bring  with  them  a  voluminous  col- 
ftionof  mufty  books  of  precedents,  from  which  they  col? 
fled  their  own  arguments,  and  gave  information  and  in- 
rodton  to  thofe  who  heard  them ;  and  though,  doubtlefs, 
5?  qiethod  was  frequently  too  tedious,  it  was  a  confolation* 
kat  when  the  pleafure  of  hearing  them  feemed  leaft,  it  was 
ppofed  the  infiru£tion  was  the  greateft.  Mr.  Burke  ftated 
ba£ts  of  Parliament  which  had  been  mentioned,  and  con- 
fided that  the  Bank  were  truftees  to  the  Public  in  every 
Jftfcof  the  word,  and  that  no  right  could  be  any  where  to 
ike  the  money  of  their  cuAomers  oat  of  their  hands,  and 
bee  it  elfewhere,  without  the  confent  of  the  parties ;  and  if 
ly  fach  pqwer  did  exift  by  the  laws  already  made,  why 
Hue  to  Parliament  for  a  new  law  ? .  He  had  often  heard  it 
|ered  againft  a  propofed  law,  and  as  often  thought  the  ob- 
fiion  unanimouily  ftrong,  that  the  purpofes  of  that  law 
jkre  already  fully  anfwered  by  a6ls  of  Parliament  in  exift- 
fee.  He  ftated  the  circumftance  of  the  Bank  being  obliged 
I  pay  upon  demand  any  fum  which  was  left  in  their  hands 
t any  time  that  it  was  called  for  by  the  real  proprietor,  and 
Pitted  that  thofe  who  had  property  vefted  by  their  own 
koice  in  the  Bank  of  England,  confidered  Government  as 
bar  fecurity.  It  was  the  fecurity  of  the  Bank  itfelf  which 
key  wifhed  to  have,  and  ought  never,  and  could  never, 
tithout  a  violation  of  ju  ft  ice,  and  every  contraS  eftablifhed 
^hw  between  the  Public  and  the  public  creditor,  be  changed 
r  varied  in  any  fliape,  without  the  confent  of  all  parties 
bocerned.  He  was  not  one  of  thofe  who  feared  any  fudden 
llaraity  to  thofe  public  creditors  who  were  now  to  have 
Wt  fecurity  changed ;  but  he  looked  with  horror  to  the 
■tare  confequences  of  this  bill,  and  the  time  when  the  mo- 
*J  was  to  be  repaid  by  Government.  It  was  a  pofHble  cafe 
hat  this  might  happen  at  a  period  of  great  diftrefs  to  the 
ountry ;  and  it  furely  was  probable  that  it  might  happen 
rtien  we  were  not  in  fo  flourishing  a  condition  as  at  prefent ;  j 
'hen  money  had  accumulated  very  faft  into  the  country  from 
MFerent  caufe?,  and  of  courfe  thofe  who  were  poflefled  of  it, 
fld  not  fuch  immediate  occafion  to  call  for  it,  as  they  muft 
aye  in  lefs  profperous  times.     When  that  period  arrives, 
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what  is  to  happen  to  the  unfortunate  country,  when  file  i 
repay  this  fum  to  the  real  creditors,  at  a  time  whentfa 
many  other  prefling  demands  upon  her  ?  Why,  fays  one  i 
honourable  gentleman,  by  the  provifions  of  this  bill, 
ever  fituation  the  country  is  in,  the  public  creditor  m 
paid  at  whatever  intereft  we  can  difpofe  of  Exchequer 
this  was  certainly  a  new  way  of  fupporting  national  < 
by  a  recoufe  to  ufury.    Now,  in  hit  opinion,  and  he  I 
in  the  opinion  of  all  mankind,  where  any  debtor,  pi 
private,  is  obliged  to  borrow  monev  to  pay  his  lawful  < 
on  ufurions  terms,  that  perfon  or  ftate  mull  in  a  very  i 
time  go  to  deflrudion.     Mr.  Burke  next  contrafted  thei 
fent  ftate  of  the  public  creditor  with  that  which  it  was 
pofed  to  put  him  in*    He  was  now  actually  in  the  : 
pofleflion  of  his  property,  and  might  do  with  it ' 
pleafed,  and  when  he  pleafed,  becaufeit  lay  at  bis  col 
under  the  fecurity  that  he  himfelf  approved  of;  but, 
gentlemen  who  befriend  this  bill,  we  will  change  thi 
Tity,  and  by  our  fcheme  meliorate^  your  condition, 
you  confent  to  it  or  not.     Now,  be  fhould  be  glad  i 
what  fecurity  for  property  could  be  mentioned,  which! 
meliorate  the  condition  of  actual  poffeffion.    The  only | 
ciple  which  he  could  perceive,  was  the  fame  as  that  *  " 
by  a  certain  merry  Knight,  who  had  for  many  ages  < 
the  country,  and  no  doubt  would  for  many  more ;  hei 
Sir  John  Falftaff :    in  a  converfation  with  Juftke 
the  Knight  (aid,   "Mr.  Shallow,  I  owe  thee  an  ha 

«*  pounds  i* "  Aye,"  replied  the  Juftice,    (but  noti 

{hallow  neither)  €C  I  wifh  you  would  give  me  a  loan,  or  ' 
"  me  fome  part  thereof."     But  the  Knight  faid,  "  Wei 
"  owe  it  thee."    This  he  applied  to  the  Exchequer, 
the  property  of  the  public  creditor\>ut  of  his.  own  pel 
and  having  it  in  theirs,  telling  him,  "True,  we  have  don 
*'  but  we  owe  it  thee."     What  degree  of  jaftice  there m 
this,  he  fhould  leave  to  the  determination  of  the  Houfe. 
procedure,  Mr.  Burke  added,  reminded  him  of  the 
verb,  "  that  a  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth  two  in  the  I 
for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (aid,  "  we  have  < 
€<  your  only  fecurity,  the  Bank,  and  have  given  you  \ 
"  other  fecurities  in  lieu  of  it,"  mentioning  the  Exch 
and  all  that  the   public  credit  depends  upon;  but  this  I 
fecurity,  he   imngined,  would,  he  preferred   by   few, 
compared  to  pofleilion  ;  and  this  he  hoped  the  Lawyers  i 
agree  to,  as  lie   underftood  that  pofTeflion  was  confident  \ 
be  nine  points  of  the  law.  •   As  to  the  cjueftion  of  vAy 
merit,  he  was  quite  againft  it,  and   liked  it  worfe  than 
crigiual  queflion,  which  he  was  fully  prepared  to  giro 

vote  \ 
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*e  upon ;  and  he  thought  that  the  que  ft  ion  of,  whether 
ere  exifted  a  legal  power  or  right,  as  fome  gentlemen  had 
jped,  to  force  this  money  out  of  the  Bank,  was  one;  wh  ch 
ight  to  be  decided  and  particularly  understood.  He  ad- 
effed  the  country  gentlemen,  and  warned  them  again  ft 
iy  attempt  to  feparate  the  landed  from  the  monied  intereft 
this  country.  This,  perhaps,  was  a  time  when  the  coun- 
I  gentlemen  might  try  that ;  but  a  time  might  come, 
(ten  the  ftockholders  would  have  the  power  of  turningthe 
He,  as  had  happened  in  other  countries* 
:Tbe  Houie  divided  on  Sir  Benjamin  Hammers  motion  for 
Joorament; 

f  Ayes,  54$    Noes-,  155.     Majority  101. 

Boon  afterwards,         %        • 

Mr.  Fox  rofe,  andobferved,  that  the  word  "account,"  in  Mr.  F©*- 
i  preamble,  required,  in  his  opinion  at  leair,  fome  expia- 
tion, becaufe  it  had  been  argued,  and  would  be  argued  af« 
rwhat  had  pafled  this  night,  on  different  meanings,  juft  as 
(rlbtted  thofe  who  ufed  it  for  the  time.  That  the  Bank 
IjBt  to  account  to  the  Exchequer  for  their  management  of, 
jitranfadions  with,  the  public  money,  he  could  eafily 
jfcrftand,  agreeably  to  the  ft  ate  of  accounts  which  they 
jm  time  to  time  gave  in  ;  but  that  the  Bank  was  to  account 
(paying  into  the  Exchequer  the  balances  which  might  be  on 
|ttr  accounts  whenever  the  Exchequer  ordered  it,  wasquite 
liferent  point ;  and  at  any  rate,  before  an  a£l  of  Parlia- 

Gi  was  made,  it  became  neceffary  that  the  wording  of  it 
Id  be  clearly  and  explicitly  understood,  and  until  it  was 
fry  the  Houfe,  he  thought  that  no  gentleman  could  give  a 
Ke  upon  the  fubjefl.  He  ftiould  have  conceived  that  the 
eamble  would  have  run  much  better  in  this  manner : — 
Whereas  the  Bank  having  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  . 
["en  ;*  becaufe  it  is  proper  to  be  in  poffeffion  of  the  money 
(ore  you  can  ufe  it ;  get  the  money  tirft,  and  then  enad 
ftf  it  is  to  be  appropriated.  The  Bank  had  the  fole  right 
ithecuftody  of  the  money  ;  whatever  was  their  profit,  he 
pfidered  it  to  be  of  no  confequence  to  the  queftion  of  right ; 
lithe  contrary  do&rine,  which  had  been  ftaited  that  night, 
?  averred  to  be  unjuft,  impolitic,  and  unfounded,  on  any 
inciple  of  law,  reafon,  or  common  fenfe.  The  honourable 
ittleman  (Mr.  Yorke)  who  had  reproached  him  with  being 
1  enemy  to  the  Lawyers,  had  done  him  a  moft  unmerited 
foftice;  but  however  much  be  refpe&ed  any  profeffion,  he 
:ver  could  forget  his  duty  to  his  country  and  his  regard  for 
ftice.  In  the  opinions  which  he  had  adopted  on  this  hu- 
icfs,  he  went  with  almoft  ail  the  eminent  nun.  of  the  pro- 
Bion  who  had  been  confulted ;  one  name  only  he  had  heard 

men- 
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mentioned,    who  gave  a  different  opinion,  which 
might  be  unexceptionable ;  but  he  muft  beg  leave  to  ol 
that  to  him  it  was  unintelligible.     He  thought,  that 
preamble  fet  forth  what  was  to  be  the  fpirit  of  the  bill,  ij 
ceffity  exifted  for  perfe&ly  understanding  it  previoufly 
inveftigating  debate  concerning  the  nature  of  the  claufes. 

Mr.  Pitt.      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  if  the  right  1 
able  gentleman  would. p lea fe  to  recoiled,  he  muft  be 
that  it  was  common  to  debate  the  preamble  after  the 
had  gone  through  the  Committee ;  and,  for  his  own 
knew  no  reafon  why  the  fame  ufage  fhould  not  prev; 
this  as  on  other  occafions.     He  was  likewife  fare  that 
wereprovifionsin  the  different  claufes  which  would  fi 
to  the  full  extent  his  arguments  in  favour  of  the  bill. 
regard  to  the  Bank  accounting  to  the  Exchequer,  it  \ 
meant  to  pay  any  refpe£fc  to  their  perfonal  interefts,  nor, 
to-night,  did  he  ever  imagine  that  this  particular  point 
have  produced  fuch  ftrong  words  as  had  been  ufed  in 
ment.     The  money,  when  jt  was  claimed  by  the  Bank 
.  the  Exchequer,  when  emergencies  required  it,  was  to " 
by  impreft,  and  as  little  time  loft  as  poffible.     Mr.  Pitt 
mentioned  the  form  of  the  accounts,  arid  they  were 
larly  at  ftated  times  to  be  fettled,  and  the  balance  to " 
ried  to  the  next  account,  and  the  Bank   made  debtors 
till  they  difcharged  themfelves  by  payment  when  call 
He  then  ftated  a  fuppofition,  that  if  the  national  defa^ 
hundred  years  ago,  had  been  ten  millions,  and  had  been] 
off  in  one  hundred  and  fifty  years,  and  that  there 
mained  a  Aim  of  money  unclaimed  in  the  Bank,  it 
upon  this  ground,  be  contended,  that  an  Exchequer 
would  reach  it,  and  get  the  money  from  the  Bank;  and 
ly,  all  this  wasa  confiftent  with  a£ts  of  Parliament 
the  cafh  balances  upon  the  accounts  of  Paymasters,  and 
officer?  of  Government,  they  had  often  been  called 
pay  in  thofe  balances,  by  Exchequer  procefs,  even  befc 
accounts  had  been  fettled.     He  ihould,  however,  dec 
plying  to. many  obfervations  which  had  proceeded  fw«; 
tlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  hecaufe  he 
avoid,  as  much  as  poffible,  entering  upon  any  reroarl 
could  bring  on  a  debate  not  immediately  conneQed 
preferit  queftion. 

Mr.  Fox.       Mr.  Fox  rifing  again,  obferved  that  he  felt  it 

allure  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt)  « 
cular,  and  the  Houfe  in  general,  that  it  was  his  wifli 
termined  refolution  to  have  this  queftion  of  legal  right 
difjeufled  and  probed  to  the  bottom;  and  he  not  only 
fidered  it  his  duty,  but  was  happy  to  declare  his  decti 
•  % 
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on  againft  what  bad  been  remarked.  '  He  believed  that  the 
jht  honourable  gentleman's  opinion  on  that  particular  quek 
xi,  was  the  fame  as  his;  and  he  infilled  that  it  became  him 
date  it  in  the  fame  fair  and  open  manner  to  the  Houfe, 
at  gentlemen  might  be  able  to  judge  properly  on  the  relative 
nations  of  the  parties  intereited.     The  right  honourable 
atleman  had  eluded,  with  a  particular  degree  of  caution, 
tiering  into  a  difcuflton  of  moll  of  tbofe  points  which  had 
pn  dated  in  oppofition  to  him  both  during  the  prefent  even- 
and  in  eVery  other  ftage  of  the  debate.  •  He  thouglit 
the  proprietors  of  unreceived  dividends,  and  all  ftock*- 
were  equally  interefted  and  equally  entitled  to  infor* 
Ition  and  juftice ;  and  that  the  meaning  of  the  preamble 
IK  an  eflential  part  of  the  bill,  and  required  to  be  fully  and 
■equivocally  explained.     If,  however,  that  conduit  of  eva- 
by  eluding  every  inquiry,  was  to  be  continued,  hemuft 
it  no  Other  name  than  fcandalous  dealing  with  the  Pub* 
He  meant,  as  far  as  he  could,  not  to  go  over  what  had 
agitated  in  former  debates ;  but  this  point  of  the  right 
Icing  money  from  the  Bank  by  Exchequer  procefs,  he 
ght  very  material  and  important,  and  he  conceived  that 
ight  to  be  clearly  known,  whether  the  public  creditors' 
crty  in  the  Bank,  on  their  fecurity,  was  or  was  not,  by 
~f  in  the  {ituation  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
"sd,  liable  to  be  removed  by  Exchequer,  procefs.     As  to 
right  honourable  gentleman's  fuppoiitton  about  the  na- 
1  debt  amounting  to  ten  millions,   two  hundred  years 
and  being  paid  off  in  the  courfe  of  that  time,  leaving  a 
» in  the  Bank,  he  fhould  not  hefitate  a  moment  to  con- 
the  right  honourable  gentleman's  aflertion  that  it  could 
taken  by  Exchequer  procefs;  the  cafe  appeared  widely  dif- 
it :  there  certainly  was  fome  perfon  who  had  a  juft  title 
i*  fum ;  and  when,  after  every  reafonable  time  and  me- 
was  tried  in  vain  to  find  the  proper  heir,  then  the  law 
wifely  prefumed  that  there  muft  be  an  heir  for  every* 
g  inheritable,  and  when   that  heir  could  not  be  found, 
appointed  the  King  as  heir.     Upon  the  queftion  how  the 
1ic  had  afterwards  any  claim  upon  the  ufe  of  the  money, 
iould  remain  filent.     It  fhould  be  confide  red  that  thefe 
t  perpetual,  and  not  life  annuities ;  neither  could  they 
fe£tcd  in  any  way  by  prefcripticn.    The  cafe  of  Pay- 
ers was  no  ways  in  point  or  applicable ;  they  had  no  title 
rr  to  thecuftody  or  the  ufe  of  balances  on  their  accounts  ; 
certainly  an  Exchequer  procefs  might  be  iffued  againft 
at  any  time  before  payment  of  balances ;  but  even 
it  was  ufual  to  have  the  ef£e&  of  that  procefs  delayed, 
il  their  accounts  were  fettled.    But  they  were  merely 
'ot.XXVTU.  4G  agents, 
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agents,  and  not  truftees   for  any  pcrfon,  or  in  any  (hapej 
and  if  fuch  a  power  can  exift  as  that  contended  for  by  " 
right  honourable  gentleman,  let  it  be  tried  in  a  proper  trite 
nal ;  let   the  Exchequer  aflert  its  right  there,  and  if  eith| 
judgement  or  juftice  appenr  in  the  proceedings,  then  it  nuf 
become  a  queftion  for  the  Legiflature  to  interfere  in.    TH 
argument  upon  account  and  repayment  by  impreft,  had  bee 
much  prefled,  but  with  no  great  effect  on    tliofe  who  heal 
fuch  vague  and  unfatisfadlory  reafoning.     For  his  part,  1 
was  anxious  to  fee  thefe  curious  provififtns  in  the  bill  whk 
were  to  clear  up  all  the  myftery  and  fallacy  fet  forth  infl 
preamble.    Let  him  fee  them,  and  he  and  many  others  w<* 
feadily  confefs  that  they  had  been  in  the  wrong,  though  1 
knew  that  he  was  in  no  danger  of  altering  his  mind,  becM 
he  alfo  knew  that  there  were  none  fuch  to  produce. 

Mr.Titt.        Mr.  Chancellor  Pitty  after  having  obferved  that  fome 
preflions,  which  were  recurred  to  in  thecourfeof  the 
appeared  rather  too  violent,  explained  what  he  had  f< 
faid  concerning  floating  balances    in   the  Bink,  and 
that  the  three  months  allowed  by  the  hill  was  a  fufficient 
to  get  the  confent  of  the  public  creditors. 

Mr.  Fox.  Mr.  Fox  maintained  that  the  right  to  the  cuftody  of  tl 
fums  was  with  the  Banjc  alone,  till  claimed  by  the  legal  prt 
prietors  i  and  that  the  Bank,  in  the  mean  time,  had  the  tw 
title  to  the  ufufrudt  of  that  money,  which  they  had  to  ai 
trther  cafti  in  their  hands.  It  was  a  mere  fham  confent,  H 
nothing  elfe,  which  the  right  honourable  ^entfeman  imagifl 
that  he  had  obtained  ;  for  Mr.  Fox  fnfifted  that  all  froc 
holders,  and  thofe  who  may  be' ftockholderi,  mud  giveth 
confent,  which  can  be  called  a  general  and  proper  confti 
A  man  may  be  very  well  fatUfied  with  Government  fecort! 
juft  now,  but  he  may  not  be  fo  for  ever,  or  even  very  ibo 
if  circumftarices  alter  as  tihey  may  do.  WJjen  his  money 
In  the  Bank,  he  can  change  the  fecurity  a?  often  as  he  lib 
hut  not  fo  when  once  Qovernment  has  taken  it.  He  pai 
ed  in  a  variety  of  lights  the  various  inconveniences  and 
jfhips  attending  this  meafure,  and  dreaded  the  confeqwfl 
as  not  Jefs  deftruCHve  frorti  the  avo\Ved  popularity  wfc> 
fome  had  given,  not,  perhaps,  thinking  that  the  real  cal 
for  this  attack  upon  public  Credit  may  fooner  or  later  be  p 
'   fe6Hy  undetftood. 

The  preamble  was  poftponed,  and   the  Committee 
ceeded. 
Mr.  Mr.  Sheridan  contended  agaiwft  the  provifion  in  tbe 

Sheridan,  which  enabled  the  Treafury,  in  cafe  that  the  fum  leftm 
Bank  of  England  fhould  be  reduced  below  ioo,oool.  to' 
Exchequer  bills  as  a  fecurity  to  the  public  creditor. 
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■were  >  arious  ftrong  arguments  againft  this  power.  Confti- 
ftutionally,  it  was  a  dangerous  power ;  and  as  to  the  creditor, 
lit  was  ifurely  a  had  commutation  to  fubftitute  paper  in  the 
I  room  of  fpecie.  By  the  original  contrafi,  the  public  cre- 
ditors were  to  be  paid  in  fpecie  only.  Specie  is  lodged  in 
the  hands  of  the  jBank  for  their  payment ;  and  that  fpecie  is 
to  be  taken*  out  of  their  hands,  and  Exchequer  bills  to  be 
'  :ed  in  their  flead.  Exchequer  bills  might  or  might  not  be 
d  payment.  If  the  original  bargain  declared,  that  even 
k  notes  ihould  not  be  confidered  as  good  payment,  it 
a  violent  meafure  to  foi;ce  upon  them  that  whicn  the  ori- 
al  bargain "declared  were  not  to  be*  offered. 
Mr.  Chifwell  gave  notice,  that  on  the  Report  he  ihould 
ve  a  claufe,  that  books  ihould  be  kept  open  at  the  Bank 
the  infpe&ion  of  names. 

The  Committee  went  through  the. bill,  and  the  repbr£ 
is  ordered  to  be  received  upon  the  enfuing  Thurfday. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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REPORT,     &c. 


The  SELECT  COMMITTEE  appointed  to  examine  and  ftate  the 
feveral  Accounts  and  other  Papers,  prefented  to  the  Houfe  in  this 
Seffion  of  Parliament,  relating  to  the  Public  Income  and  Expendi- 
ture; and  to  report  to  the  Houfe  what  has  been  the  whole  Amount 
of  the  Public  Income  and  Expenditure  during  the  lad  Five  Years, 
and  what  may  be  expeded  to  be  the  Annual  Amount  thereof  ia 
future;  and  alfo  what  Alteration  has  taken  place  in  the  Amount 
of  the  Public  Debt,  fince  the  5th  Day  of  January,  1786, 

HAVE  proceeded  to  confider  the  matter  referred  to  them,  under 
the  feveral  heads  of  Income,  Expenditure,  and  National  Debt, 
Hid  have  thought  it  right  to  ftate  feparately,  under  each  of  thefe 
beads,  the  refult  of  their  inquiries,  as  it  applies  either  to  the  laft  five 
fears,  or  to  the  expectations  which  may  be  formed  for  the  future* 

1.      INCOME. 

PAST  INCOME.     PERMANENT  TAXES. 

§1. 

The  net  produce  of  the  different  branches  of  the  ordinary  revenue 
(exclufive  of  land  and  malt)  for  each  of  the^five  years,  from  the  6th 
of  January,  1786,  to  the  5th  of  January,  1391,  both  inclufive,  ap- 
pears to  have  been,     [Appendix  (A)  No.  1,2,  3,  4.] 

1786  -   £.  1 1,867,055* 

1787  •     12,923,134 

1788  -     -     13,007,642 

1789  -     -     13>433>°68 

1790  -  .   -     14,072,978 

1  After  deducting  511,5001.  of  refpited  duties  paid  by  the  Eaft  India  Company. 

A  Your 


(  *  ) 

§2. 

Your  Committee,  obferving  that  the  Report  of  tbe  former  Co* 
mittee,  in  1786,  has  been  referred  to  them,  have  thought  it  their 
duty,  in  confidering  the  paft  income  of  the  country,  to  compare  the 
expectations  then  formed  with  the  adual  produce  of  tbe  taxes  upon 
which  they  wer$  grounded. 

The  Committee  of  1786  proceeded  upon  a  fuppofition  that  the 
permanent  taxes  then  fublifting,  were  likely  to  produce  an- 
nually       ...  -        £.  12,797,471 

It  appears,  that  thofe  taxes,  according  to  the  beft  information  which 
your  Committee  have  been  able  to  coiled,  have-produced,  [Appen- 
dix (B.)  No.  1.] 

In  1786     -    £.  1 1,836,531 

1787      .  -        i**zm9$ 


17  22 

'7§* 


12,812,952 
1  ify  -  13,209,871 
1)99        -  13^82,393 

faking,  upon  an  average        -  -  £l2>*7%3o8 

It  is  to  be.obferveu^  that  an  alteration  waanvide  in  the  horfe  tax, 
in  the  feffion,of  1786,  bj  which  peritmj  of  certain,  defections  were 
exempted  from  it ;  and  that,  in  confequence,  the  afftfftnent,  wtfch 
in  the  year  ending  the 5th  day  of  Apri^  1787,  was  133,0871^  i^tfe 
fubfecpient  yeaj;  fell  to  iot,i&jJ.  The  accounts  from  the  Tax  Qffft 
calculate  the  diminution,  by  comparing  the  aflefftnent  of  1786  wiA 
that  of  1 78I9,  and  make  it  amount  to  37,6871.  £  Appendix  (if. )  No*  t.) 
Some  allowance  aught  evkleptfy  to  be.  made  for  this  rircumftance,  hi 
comparing  the  produce  of  the  lour  laft  years  with  the  expeditions  of 
the  former  Committee.  But,  as  a  fmall  part  of  this  decreafe  may  be 
fuppofed  to  have  arifen,  either  f*ocn  <he  operation*  of  the  tax  in  re- 
ducing the  number  of  horfes,  or  from  the  ihcreale  of  evafions,  which, 
from  information  given  to  your  Committee,  have  been  confiderabte, 
they  ha ve.not  thought  proper  to  &jxH  an.y  pa/iicuhr  fiuntOO  this  ac- 
count. 

Some  farther  allowance  ought  tp  be  made*  on  account  of  a  tax  upon 
linens  and  fluffs,  impofed  in  1784,  which  produced  in  1.7.15,  2.7,65^  : 
[Appendix  (B.)  No.  3.]  and  which  was  ajfo  a  jjart  of  the  income  up* 
which  that  Committee  grounded  their  expectations.  This,  tax  was 
repealed  in  1785;  and  the  ad  valorem  duty,  which  was  impofed" in  that 
year  to  replace  it,  having  proved  unproductive,  wa$  alfo  repealed  by 
the  Confolidation  a£t  in  1787. 


*— 1 


*** 


(    3    ) 

§3- 
It  appear)  that  the  Committee  of  1786,  in  addition  to  their  cavi- 
tation of  the  g^iidril  ptoduee  ef  the*  permanent  taxes,  had  made  *  £ar- 
tkftlar  eftimate  of  what  might  be  expected  to  be  faifed  by  certain  du- 
ties, the  future  annual  produce  of  which  they  confidered  as  likely  to 
be  different  from  their  a£tual  amount  in  the  year  immediately  pre- 
ceding. 
Thefe  duties  were  expelled  to  produce  annuajly,  £.2, 107, 1 86 

And  have  produced*  upon*  an  ave*r*ge,  .      -  -         2,122,600 

notwithstanding  the  diminution  of  the  horfe  tax.     [Appendix  (C.) 

No.  1.} 


ANNUAL  TAXES. 
§4- 
Your'Cdmmittee  have  hitherto  confined  tfremfelves,  in  their  ftate- 
ments,  to  the  permanent  taxes. 

•  With  fefpe&  to  thofe  which  are  annually  granted,  the  LAND  TAX, 
after  deducting  all  the  charges  previous  to  its  coming,  into  the  Exche- 
4«er,  except  the  paymetts  on  account  of  the  militia,  was  calculated 

*  •    -  -  -  ^.1,967,650. 

This  eftimate  was  formed  upon  the  average  produce  of  the  aids  for 
the  feven  years  from  177610  1782,  both  inclufive,  upon  which  the 
payments  were  fuppofed  to  be. complete  at  the  period  to  which  the  ac- 
counts before  that  Committee  referred.  It  appears,  however,  that, 
fubfequent  to  this  period,  a  fum  of  34, 106I.  ( Appendix  (D.)  No. . .} 
Was  received  on  account  of  the  aids  for  the  fa  id  (even  years,  Which 
Would  have  made  an  addition  of  4,8721.  to  the  average  ftated  by  them; 
and  would  have  raifed  theif  calculation  to  £•  J»97 2,522. 

From  the  manner  in  which  tKis  duty  is  collefled,  the  accounts  of 
the  payments  of  the  aids  granted  for  the  fervice  of  the  years  1789  and 
1790,  cannot  yet  be  made  up,  and  thereare  ft  ill  feme  fmall  arrears  on 
the  aids  of  1787  and  1788.  [Appendix  (D.)  No.  2.]  Your  Commit- 
tee, however,  think  if  right  to  obferve,  that  the  fum  charged  annually 
Upon  the  country  on  account  of  the  land  tax,  is  exactly  the  fame,  and 
isfubjeft  to  no  other  deductions  (except  the  payments  for  the  militia) 
than  what  arife  from  the  poundage^  which  is  alfo  invariable,  and  front 
ibme  other  fmall  charges,  the  fluctuations  of  which  do  not  "appear  to 
We  been  fuch  as  to  deferve  particular  notice.  Whatever,  therefore, 
My  be  the  accidental  variations  in  the  times  of  payment,  the  real  pro* 
docc  on  account  of  each  year  muft  ultimately  prove  nearly  the  fame. 
If  your  Committee  had  taken  it  at  the  full  amount  of  the  afleflment, . 
dtdu&ifig   only    the   poundage  and  the    above    charges,    upon   an 

A  2  average 


(    4    ) 

average  of  the  years  1786,   1787,  and  1788,  the  refult  would  km 

been  .     -  -  *-      ■  £•  1,9739651 

But*  allowing  a  fmall  fum  for  any  cafual  lofs,  it  may  * 

be  ftated  at  -  1,972,000 


The  MALT  TAX  waseftimated  at     -    £.632,350 

The  accounts  of  the  afiual  produce  of  the  feveral  annual  Malt 
Taxes  appear  complete  only  for  the  years  1786,  1787,  and  1788. 

The  average  produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  of  the  aids  granted 
for  the  fervice  of  thofe  years,  has  been  [Ap.  (D.)No.  1.]  £.597,171 


FUTURE  INCOME.    PERMANENT  TAXES, 

§5- 

Your  Committee  proceeded  to  confider  what  may  be  expe£ted  to  be 
the  future  income  of  the  country.  And,  in  order  to  eftimate  the  pro- 
duce of  the  permanent  taxes,  they  have  not  thought  it  neceflary  logo 
back  to  a  more  diftant  period  than  three  years.  The  fuccefliye  altera- 
tions which  have  taken  place  in  various  branches  of  the  revenue,  the 
material  changes  arifing  from  theConfolidation  aft,  and  from  the  com- 
mercial treaty  with  France,  and  the  particular  circumftances  attend- 
ing the  preceding  years,  feem  to  make  a  more  remote  retrofped  inap- 
plicable to  this  view  of  the  fubjeS. 

The  produce  of  the  permanent  taxe«,  from  the  6th  day  of  January, 
1788,  to  the  5th  day  of  January,  1791,  both  indufive,  appears  to 
have  been,    [Appendix  (A.)  No.  i«] 

In  1788  -  £i3>°°lM2 

1789  -  .       /     i3,433>°68 

1790  -  -  14,072,978 

Making  a  total  of        -        £-4°>5 1 3*688 

Your  Committee,  however,  think  it  neceflary  to  remark,  that  the 
account  for  the  year  ending  the  5th  day  of  January,  1790,  includes 
fifty -three  days  of  weekly  payment  upon  the  letter  money;  that  the 
account  for  the  next  year  includes  the  fame  number  of  days  of  weekly 
payment  upon  the  cuftoms,  excife,  ftamps,  and  fait ;  and  that  the 
amount  of  the  payment  upon  all  thofe  articles  together,  on  the  4th  and 
5th  days  of  January,  1791,  has  heen,    [Ap.(D.)No  3.]  £.193,657 

As  this  circumftance  muft  recur  rather  ofteoer  than  in  the  proper-' 
tiOnofonce  in  every  fix  years,  if  the -above  total  had  been  formed 

upon 


(  s  ) 

upon  the  produce  of  fix  years,  it  would  not  have  been  neceflajy  to 
Bake  any  dedu&ion  upon  this  account.  But  that  total  having  been 
formed  (tor  the  reafons  already  ftated)  upon  the  produce  of  three  years 
only,  half  the  amount  of  that  weekly  payment,  being  ^  fum  of 
06,8281*9  muft  be  dedufted,  and  would  leave  -        ,£.40,416,860 

The  average  of  thofe  three  years  would  then  be        -  13,472,286 

It  is  alfo  to  be  obferved,  on  the  other  hand,  that,  in  order  to  form 
as  accurate  a  calculation  as  poffible,  (brae  addition  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed for  beyond  this  average,  on  account  of  whatever  may  be  the  ex- 
cefsof  the  taxes' impofed  in  1789,  above  what  may  be  fufficient  to  re- 
place the  fhop  tax,  which  was  repealed  in  that  year. 

It  appears  by  the  obfervations  in  Appendix  (B.)  No.  1.  that  the 
a&ual  receipt  on  account  of  thofe  taxes,  cannot  be  accurately  afcer- 
tained ;  but  if  a  calculation  were  to  be  formed,  by  deducting  from  the 
produce  of  the  three  laft  years  what  was  received  on  account  of  the 
(hop  tax,  and  what  is  calculated  to  have  been  received  on  account  of 
the  duties  impofed  in  1 789,  and  by  fubftituting  in  each  year  what  may 
be  expeded  as  the  future  produce  of  the  laft-mentioned  duties,  the  re- 
fult  would  be  an  addition  to  the  average  of  between  20,000!.  and 
30,0001.  But,  from  the  fhortnefs  of  the  period  fince  they  were  im- 
pofed, the  feveral  accounts  from  the  Stamp  and  Tax  Offices  do  not 
ippear  fufficiently  clear  and  diftinft,  to  enable  your  Committee  to  ftate 
my  precife  fum  upon  this  account,    [(b)  No.  5.  6.  7.] 

A  fimilar  obfervation  arifes  from  the  increafe  of  the  revenue  upon 
the  article  of  tobacco,  fince  it  has  been  put  under  the  management  of 
theExcife;  and,  though  your  Committee  are  here  alfo  unwilling  to 
hazard  any  particular  calculation,  it  may  be  fuppofed,  from  the  papers 
referred  to,  that  if  this  regulation,  which  took  place  only  in  O&ober 
1789,  had  exifted  during  the  whole  of  the  three  years,  it  would  have 
tdded  a  confiderable  fum  to  the  average  above  ftated.    [(A.)  No.  2,  ?« 

;l)No.  i.j 

annual  taxes.    land  tax. 

In  confidering  what  is  to  he  taken  on  account  of  the  Land  Tax, 
four  Committee  have  adopted  the  eftimate  already  mentioned,  for  the 
reafons  there  given,  and  ftate  it  at  -  -      £.1,972,000 

MALT      DUTY. 

The  produce  of  the  duty  on  Malt,  not  being,  like  that  of  the  land 
tax,  uniform  in  its  amount,  can  only  be  eftimated  fiom  fome  former 
iverage.  If  this  eftimate  were  formed  from  its  produce  in  1786,  1787, 
tnd  1788,  the  refult  would  be,     [Ap.  (D.)  No.  1.]  £>-S<jl>lll 

But  as  the  reafons  which  led  the  Committee  to  confine  their  con- 
^deration  of  the  permanent  taxes  to  three  years,  do  not  apply  to  this, 

it 


(    6    ) 

\t  may  be  proper  to  include  a  greater  number  of  years  in  the  average; 
efpecially  as  the  produce  of  this  duty  depends  fo  much  on  the  variation 
of  the  fcafons.     If  taken  upon  an  average  of  ihe  laft  complete  fin 
years,  included  in  the  account  given  in,  it  would  amount  to  about 
[Appendix  (D)  No.  i.]  £.586^00 

The  total  average  ariiing  from  the  Permanent  Taxes,  and  the  an* 
nual  duties  upon  Land  and  Malt,  exclufive  of  any  additional  allowance 
for  the  taxes  iropofed  m  1789,  or  for  the  increase  upon  tobacco,  would 
he,  upon  the  above  eftinute, 

Permanent  taxes        -        -      £«i3»472>*8§ 
Land  tax         -  -  1,97^,000 

Malt  duty  -  -  5*6,000 

£.16,030,286 


•  Your-  Committee  are  fenfibfe,  that  any  efthmte  which  can  be 
formed  of  the  future  produce  of  a  revenue^  arising  from  fo  great  a 
number  of  articles,  and  neceffartly  varying  with  the  fiuSttattoifc*  ei 
an  extenfive  commerce,  muA  be  liable  in  its  nature  to  uncertainty. 
They  think  it  right,,  however,  to  remark,  that  the  average  00  which 
they  have  grounded  their  expectations*  is  formed  upon  a  revemfe 
which  has  been  annua] ly  inereafmg  * ;  and  that  a  confiderable  propor- 
tion of  this  increafe  (as  appears  from  the  papers  referred  to)  has  take* 
pkee  upon  articles  of  general  confumption ;  and  particularly  tape* 
thofe  to  which  the  attention  of  Parliament  has  lately  barn  directed. 
[Appendix  (A.)  No*  1.  a*  3.  4.    (E»)No».*«2«  3. 


*  Permanent  Ta*es»  and  Land  and  Malt;  without  any  dedtf&fon  on  accural  ef 
the  fifty-third  weekly  payment. 

5  years  average       —  —  £.i$,tt*,77S 

4  years     —             —  — -        15,917,105 

3  years     —            —  —         16,061,5*2 

z  years     —             —  —        16,311,0*3 

Laft  year's  income    — »  -*        16,630,978 


EXTHA-. 
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EXTRAORDINARY  RESOURCES. 

$7- 
Your  Committee,  having  ftated  all  that  they  think  neceflary  to  ob- 

ferve  relative  to  the  paft  or  future  produce  both  of  the  permanent 

axes,  and  of  thofe  which,  though  annually  voted,  form  a  part  of  the 

>rdinary  income  of  the  country,  have  judged  it  proper,  before  they 

proceed  to  the  other  branches  of  their  inquiry,  to  take  notice  of  fuch 

extraordinary  refources,  exclufive  of  money  raifed  by  loans,  as  have 

irifen  during  the  period  referred  to  them. 

Th«r^  appears  to  have  been  applied  to  the  public  fervice* 
From  refpited  deities  paid   in  by  the  Eaft-India  Com- 
pany* [Appendix  (A.)  No.  2.]  -  -  £*&2i$<X> 
Froro  arrears  of  aids  rf  tajj.  t«  J  ^  ^  „  ^  {     ,?y6, 

[Appendix  (F.)  No.  2.     V.  page  12.] 

From  funis  remaining  in  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  day  of 

January  1786,  [Appendix  (F.)  No.  i.J  -  X*i72>i  19 

From  impreft  monies,  and  monies  repaid,  [Appendix  (F.) 
No.  a*    V.  page  12.]  -  -  -  820,165 

From  cno«ey  repaid  on  account  of  an  advance  for  foreign 

fecret  fcrvice,  [Appendix  (F.)  No.  3.]  -  34*000 

From  falo  of  French  prizes,  [Appendix  (F.)  No.  3.]  3,poo 

From  arpny  fevings^  and  Chelfea  penfioners,  [Appendix 

(F.)No.3.]  '       -  -  i>Q9i>i47 

And  from  profit  on  the  annual  lottery,  [Appendix  (F.) 

No.  40  "  -     .•  -  -  -  1,212,69a 

From  the  nature  of  the  articles  which  have  compofed  thefe  extra- 
ivdinary  *bd$>  it  is  evidently  impoffible  to  form  any  eftimate  of  what 
Farther  receipt  may  be  expecbed  under  fuch  of  thofe  heads  as-can  recur 
ul  future. 

The  repayment  of  impreft  and  other  monies  may  ftill  be  fuppofed 
to  yield  fome  additional  fums ;  but  as  thefe  principally  arife  from  the 
bttleipent  of  accounts  for  monies  iffued  during  the  laft  war,  this*  re- 
(borce  cannot  be  relied  on  for  any  length  of  time;  and  even  while  it 
lafis  amft  be  expe&ed  to  become  every  year  lefs  prodmSlive. 

The  extent  of  the  refource  of  a  lottery  (which  has  become  wrtlwn 
thefe  few  years  an  objed  of  increafed  importance)  neceflariiy  depends 
upon  circumftances,  which  make  it  impoffible  to  form  any  certain  efti- 
mate  of  the  profit  to  be  expected  from  it ;  but  there  is  no  apparent  rea- 
|bn  to  iftugine^  that,  a»long  as  Parliament  thinks  proper  to  avail  itfelf 
ofthi*  mode  of  railing  money,  it  may  not  continue  tofurnifh  as  large  a 
Cuiti  in  time  of  peace  as  it  has  lately  produced. — No  notice  is  here  taken 
of  army  fcvingsj  as  they  are  allowed  for,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  arm  j 
eftiruates. 

I  II.    EXPEN- 
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$7- 
Your  Committee  called  upon  the  diflfgrent  offices  for  eflimates  of  - 

the  future  annual  expence  of  the  navy,  army,  and  ordnance  ;  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  ftateinents  received  from  them.,  it  is  calculated  to  be  a 
follows,  fubjed  to  the  obfervations  fubjoined  to  thofc  eftimatea. 

Appendix 

For  the  Navy        -    £.  2,ooo,coo        (S.)  No.  i. 

For  the  Army         -        1,748,842        (  f\)  No.  :.  a. 

For  the  Ordnance  375*ooo        (IT.)  No.  1. 


§8. 

The  annual  charge  of  the  militia,  during  the  only  three  years  fines 
the  redu&ion*  in  that  branch  of  the  national  fervice,  for  vtuch  the  ac- 
counts are  yet  made  up,  appears  to  have  been,  upon  an  average,  [Ap- 
pendix (N.)  No.  1.]  -  £*93»f,° 

But,  by  an  eftimate  delivered  in  for  the  year  1789,  1790,  ami  17919 
it  is  liated  at  [Appendix  (N.)  No.  2.]  -  £.  95,311 


$9. 
The  expefted  expence  upon  the  articles  ufually  included  under  the 
bead  of  MifoelUneou*  Services,  is  ftated  according  to  theeftimate  re- 
ceived fionp  the  Lord*  Commiffioners  of  His  Majefty's  Treafury,  aid 
ttWUBU  to  [Appendix  (W.)  No.  1.]  .  £.  1*8^16 


§10. 

The  amount  of  the  taxes  which  flill  remain  appropriated  for  parti* 

cular  purpofes,  not  included  under  any  of  the  preceding  heads  «f 

charge,  appears  to  have  been,  upon  the  average  of  the  three  laft  yen% 

[Appendix  (P.)  No.  1.]  -  £.  40**$* 


§  it* 
The  fum  dire&ed  to  he  iflTued  in  each  year,  to  the  Commiffiotiers  far 
the  redufi ion  of  the  national  debt,  is  -  £.  1,000,000 

The  total  of  the  fums  above  ftated  is  -  1S»J^9i17' 


$  ia.lt 


(  II  ) 

$  I*. 

tt  does  not  tpp&r  to  your  Committee,  that  it  falls  within  their  pro* 
Virice  to  donfider  what  other  extraordinary  expences,  not  included  iit 
feiny  eftfrnate  befort  therti,  may  occur  in  a  courfe  of  years,  as  the  na- 
ture and  extent  of  fuch  ferfices  depend  upon  circumftanres  which  can- 
not be  foremen,  and  muft  be  decided  upon,  by  the  wlfdom  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  the  occafions  arife. 

The  only  article  of  this  nature  which  has  been  brought  diftinAly 
under  the  view  of  vbor  Committee,  is  the  amount  of  the  money  re- 
gaining due  upori  tli*  principal  and  intereft  of  the  American  and  E&ft- 
FTorida  claims,  which  has  been  dire&ed  by  Parliament  to  be  paid  by 
mltallmems. 

The  ptincipal  appears  to  have  amounted,  on  the  loth  of  O&obet 
1790,  to  the  Torn  of  [(W.)  No.  2*]  1,546,062!.,  exclufive  of  the  in* 
Ifereft  payable  half  yearly  upon  fuch  part  of  it  as  remains  undifcharged» 
arid  exclufive  of  fuch  further  annual  payments  as  are  made  for  the  tem- 
porary fupport  and  penfions  of  American  loyalifts,  the  prefent  amount 
of  which  appears  to  be  [(W.)  No.  3.]  -  £.  54,21 1 

As,  however,  in  thteflimate  of  the  income  of  the  country,  no  credit 
is  taken  for  any  aid  from  a  lottery,  or  from  any  incidental  payments, 
ihofc  additional  refources  may  be  confidered  as  applicable  towards  de- 
fraying this  and  other  charges  of  the  like  defcription. 


COMPARATIVE  STATEMENT  OF  INCOME  AND 
EXPENDITURE. 

Your  Committee  have  hitherto  ftated  the  refult  of  their  examination 
refpeCHng  the  pad  and  future  income  and  expenditure,  considering 
them  in  the  fame  view,  and  arranging  them  under  the  fame  heads, 
as  the  former  Committee.  Thefe  heads  a p peat  to  comprehend  all  the 
articles  which  are  neceflary  to  be  included  oh  each  fide  of  the  account 
in  that  view  of  the  fubjedh 

But  in  order  to  a  (certain,  with  as  much  precifion  as  they  were  ablc^ 
the  means  by  which  the  whole  amount  of  the  public  expence,  during 
the  laft  five  years,  has  been  defrayed,  they  have  thought  it  neceffary  to 
ronfider  the  income  and  expenditure  of  that  period  in  another  point  of 
view,  for  the  purpofe  of  forming  fuch  a  comparative  ftatement  of  their 
tetal  amount  as  may  render  the  account  as  diftiftA  as  poffible,  accord* 
ing  to  the  feveral  heads  of  fervice  under  which  money  is  ifiued  from 
the  Exchequer. 

The  total  produce  of  the  permanent  taxes,  for  the  five  years,  has 
Men  [Appendix  (A.)  No,  1.]  -  -  iC*  65,303,877 

B  a  There 
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There  was  received  from  the  Ea ft -India  Company  in  1786,  on  ac- 
count of  duties  due  before  that  time,  the  payment  of  which  had  bcea 
poftponed,  [Appendix  (A.)  No.  a.]     .        -  -  £522,500 

The  whole  fum  of  2,750,000!,,  raifed  upon  the  credit  of  the  land 
and  malt-tax  adls,  is  actually  received  from  the  Bank  in  each  year. 
Exchequer  bills  to  this  amount  are  made  out,  and  depofited  from  time 
to  time  with  the  Bank ;  and  the. Turn  by  which  the  produce  of  thofe 
duties  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  up  to  the  time  of  fettling  the  refpec- 
tive  accounts  with  the  Bank,  falls  ftiort  of  repaying  both  the  principal 
and  intereft  of  fuch  Exchequer  bills,  is  paid  over  at  fuch  time  to  the 
Bank,  and  is  annually  ftated  as  an  article  of  expenditure,  under  the 
head  of  deficiency  of  land  and  malt.  It  will  be  infer  ted  as  fach  on  the 
other  fide  of  (he  account  now  to  be  formed;  and  it  is  evident,  there- 
fore, that  in  this  .view  of  the  fubjeft,  the  full  fum  fo  raifed  muft  be 
taken  as  a  part  of  the  receipt  for  the  laft  five  years  £•  13,750,000 

Arrears  of  bpd  tax  -  -  171,106 

At  rears  of  malt  duty  -  -  16,489 

[Appendix  (F.)  No.  2.] 

Thefe  are  furm  received  at  the  Exchequer  fubfequent  to  the  period 
at  which  the  refpeflive  accounts  were  clofed  with  the  Bank,  and  the 
balance  paid,  and  therefore  form  a  part  cf  the  public  income,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  whole  annual  fum  of  £.  2,750,000 

The  whole  fum  raifed  by  way  of  lottery  is  placed  upon  this  fide  of 
the  account;  the  amount  of  the  prizes,  and  of  the  charges  of  manage- 
ment, being  dated  as  an  article  of  expenditure  [Appendix  (F.)  No.  4.] 

Impreft  monies,  and  monies  repaid  -  -  820,165 

[Appendix  (F.)  No.  2.] 

It  appeared,  upon  examination,  that  the  whole  of  the  fums  contain- 
ed in  the  papers  referred  to  under  this  head  were  applied  to  the  public 
fervice  of  the  years  m  queftion,  either  by  fpecific  votes,  or  by  being 
carried  to  the  confolidated  fund,  except  iOo,oool.  paid  by  the  Eaft-Indb 
Company  in  pa«t  of  the  400,000!.  voted  for  the  fupply  of  1781,  and 
5,000!  which  belonged  to  the  civil  lift.  The  remainder,  after  de- 
ducing both  thefe  fuma,  forms  the  total  above  ftated. 

Monies  in  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  of  January  1786 
[Appendix  (F.)  No.  1.]  ...  £  1,172,119, 

which  were  applied  to  the  public  fervice  in  that  and  the  fubfequent 

J  rear,  as  appears  by  the  explanation   fubjoined    to  the   account  re- 
erred  to. 

It  appears  further,  that  there  have  been  applied,  as  part  of  the  ways 
and  means,  during  this  period,  the  following  fum*: 

Ariftng  from  army  favings  [Appendix  (F.)  No.  3.]        £^091, 147 
Raifed  by  way  of  tontine  -  -  »  1,002,140 

Raifed  by  granting  fhort  annuities  *  -  187,000 

Repayment 
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Re-payment  irt  part  of  a  loan  for  f  reign  fecrrt  fervice  £.     134,000 
Arifing  fiom  the  fale  of  French  prizes        .-  -  3^oo 

The  total  amount  of  the  receipts  appears  tohavt  been     87,832,^27 
It  is  to  be  observed,  that  the  an;  ual  Exchequer  bills,  furniftiing  in 
the  ways  and  means  exadtly  the  fame  fum  by  which  they  increafe  the 
charge  on  the  fupply,  are  omitted  on  both  fides  of  the  account. 

Thefirft  great  article  of  expenditure,  is  the  intereft  ari:l  charges  of 
the  public  debt;  and  it  appears  that  there  has  been  iffued  from  the  Ex- 
chequer, during  the  la  ft  rive  years,  under  that  head,  the  fum  of 
[Appendix  (G.)  No.  1.)  £-4<V 87,010 

The  charges  upon  the  aggrt  gate  and  confolidated  funds  have  been, 
on  account  of  the  civil  lift  -  4,481,000 

And  upon  fundry  other  accounts  -  -         474>75t 

[Appendix  (I.)  No.  1.] 

The  Aims  granted  by  Parliament  (exclufive  of  the  armament  of 
1790)  for  the  fervice  of  the  navy,  have  been     [Ap.  (K.)  No.  1.] 

£.11,649,539 
Of  the  army  [Appendix  (L.)  No.  3.]         9,639,626 

And  of  the  ordnance     [Appendix  (M.)  No.  i.J         2,308,344 

The  expences  incurred  under  the  name  of  Miscellaneous  Services, 
include  a  variety  of  articles  of  different  defcriptions,  and  among  them 
fbme  of  thofe  which  have  been  already  Hated  as  appearing  on  both 
fides  of  the  account ;  your  Committee,  therefore,  have  thought  pro- 
per to  diftinguifh  them  under  feveral  heads. 

It  has  been  already  obferved,  that  the  deficiencies  of  land  and  malt 
are  annually  ftated  as  articles  of  expenditure^  and  would  be  infer  ted 
on  this  fide  of  the  account ;  and  the  manner  in  which  they  arife  has 
been  fufficiently  explained.  It  muft,  however,  farther  be  remarked, 
that  the  ways  and  means  are  ufually  opened  to  Parliament,  and  the 
Committee  of  Supply  clofed,  fome  months  before  the  accounts  with 
the  Bank,  •  relative  to  the  Exchequer  bills  iffued  upon  the  credit  of 
thofe  duties,  are  afl ual  1  y  fettled.  This  deficiency,  therefore,  is  then 
only  ftated  upon  calculation ;  and,  as  its  real  amount,  whatever  it 
may  prove,  muft  he  paid  out  of  the  fupplies  of  the  current  year,  it 
follows,  that  if  it  lhould  turn  out  more  than  the  calculation,  it  would 
be  one  caufe  of  a  deficiency  in  the  whole  of  the  grants  for  that  year. 
If  it  fliould  he  lefs,  it  would  either  occaiion  a  furplus  of  thofe  grants, 
or  diminish  by  fo  much  any  deficiency  which  might  arife  from  other 
caufes-. 

The  fum  ftated  by  your  Committee  is  not  the  efti  mated,  but  the 
ad  ual  deficiency  of  land  and  malt;  and  as  this  is  in  part  occafioned 
by  theexpence  of  the  militia,  the  whole  6f  which  is  paid  out  of  the 
land  tax  before  it  comes  into  the  Exchequer,  no  feparate  charge  is 
made  for  that  branch  of  fervice  in  this  ftatement  of  the  account. 

The  fums  ftated  under  the  head  of  Intereft  and  Charges  of  Exchequer 
Bills,  in  the  paper  referred  to,  are  the  amount  of  the  intereft  paid  out 
of  the  fupplies  in  each  year  refpeQively,  upon  Exchequer  bills  iflued 

by 
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by  virtue  of  ads  paflfed  in  the  preceding  year:  At  it  has  beentk 
conftant  pra&ice  not  to  make  any  provifion  for  this  intereft  brf 
hand,  either  a  part  of  the  Whole  of  this  expente  (according  to 
excefs  or  deficieuey  of  the  ways  and  means,  compared  with  the 
charges  upon  the  fupplies)  is  thrown  upon  the  year  fobfeqoent  to  tkti 
in  which  it  is  aduall;  paid,  and  appears  annually  under  the  head  sf 
Deficiency  of  Grants*  From  what  has  been  juft  obferved,  it  follow* 
that,  in  addition  to  the  charges  incurred  during  the  laft  five  jeai% 
and  ilated  in  this  account  as  the  in tt reft  of  Exchequer  bills,  any  fas 
which  was  paid  in  the  year  1786,  to  make  good  the  deficiency  of  graau 
^11785,  muft  be  inferred  amongft  the  expences  defrayed  oat  of  d» 
Ways  and  means  of  that  period. 

It  appears  equally  evident,  that  any  fums  voted  under  the  head  of 
Deficiency  of  the  Grants  of  any  of  the  fucceeding  years,  muft  be 
omitted  in  this  ftatement  of  the  account,  as  all  the  fervices  of  each 

Jrear  (including  what  is  paid  for  the  intereft  of  Exchequer  bills,  ani 
or  the  deficiency  of  land  and  malt,  as  above  explained)  are  ftated  at 
their  full  amounts  under  their  proper  heads,  as  articles  of  expen- 
diture. 

It  is  neceffary,  however,  here  to  obferve,  that  the  intereft  of  Ex- 
chequer bills,  paid  in*  1790,  will  be  provided  for  in  179ft  under  the 
head  of  Deficiency  of  Grants  of  the  preceding  year,  and  will  account 
for  a  difference,  to  that  amount,  between  the  apparent  receipt  and  ex- 
penditure of  the  whole  five  years. 

Having  premifed  thefe  remarks,  your  Committee  proceed  to  ftatt 
the  deficiencies  of  land  and  malt  at     [Ap.  (O.)  No.  !.]   £.2*033,764 
The  deficiency  of  grants  of  the  year  1785,  at    [Ap.  (Oj  No.  i.J 

£.     127,13! 

And  the  intereft  and  charges  of  Exchequer  bills,  iflued  on  thecrtdfe 

of  the  fupplies,  at    [Ap.  (O.)  No.  i.*]  -  £.     914,144 

The  amount  of  the  prizes  in  the  Lotteries  of  the  feveral  years,  afli 

of  the  Charges  attending  them,  has  been    [Ap.  (O.)  No.  1.] 

and  requires  no  particular  explanation. 

The  etpence  incurred  upon  thofe  articles  of  mifcellaneous  fcrvice* 
which  wereexpreffly  ftated  by  the  former  Committee,  has  been 
(Ap.  (O.)  No.  1.]  Cso7>& 

Other  mifcellaneous  articles,  confiding  principally  of  incidental  or 
temporary  de.nands,  have  amounted  to  [Ap.  (O  )  No«  1.]  £.929,676 

The  total  expence  occafiorted  by  the  relief  of  the  American  Loyal* 
ifts,  appears  to  have  been     [Ap.  (O.)No.  1.]  -    ^.1,336,377 

Your  Committee  have  oittitted  a  fum  of  33,8901  for  the  puxtbafc 
of  hinds  at  fundry  places,  as  it  is  included  in  the  Ordnance  account. 
They  have  alfo  thought  proper  to  leate  out,  in  this  place,  a  fum  of 
1 1 2, 101 1.,  ftated  as  the  deficiency  of  the  consolidated  fund  on  the  5* 
day  of  January,  1 780.  being  the  fom  which  was  then  wanted  to  com- 
.  plete  the  quarterly  iflue  to  the  CotntniSonere  for  the  reduftioo  of  the 
national  dtfcr,  aud  which  was  defrayed  out  of  the  fupplies  of  that  year, 

becaufe 
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ecaufe  the  fum  of  4,750,0001.9  which  is  infcrted  below,  is  the  foil 
mount  of  all  the  quarterly  iffues  under  this  head,  and  consequently 
Deludes,  as  a  part  thereof,  the  fum  of  1 12,  ioiI.  above  ftated. 

1  he  whole  produce  of  the  appropriated  duties  having  been  compre-  . 
lended  in  the  total  produce  of  the  taxes,  fuch  part  of  it  as  has  been 
tpplied  to  the  fervices  to  which  they  were  appropriated,  and  which  do 
lot  appear  in  this  flatement  of  the  account,  muft  be  confidered  as  an 
ftide  of  expenditure  :  1  his  has  been     [Ap.  (P.)  No.  i»]     £-231,955 

The  fum  iffued  to  the  Commiflioners  for  discharging  the  national 
lebt  has  been,  as  above  dated,  f^p.  (W.)  No.  4  J  -  £•4*750,000 
ixclutive  of  what  they  have  received  from  the  intereft  of  ftock  bought, 
ir  of  annuities  expired  or  fallen  in. 

The  total  expence,  under  all  thefe  heads,  amounts  to  £.88,116,916 

But  the  total  receipt  for  the  la  ft  five  years,  is  ftated  to  have  been 
toll  -  £87»832*3*7 

To  this  will  be  to  be  added  (for  reafons  already  explained)  the 
Mftount  of  the  deficiency  of  grants  for  1790,.  which  remains  to  bVde- 
byed  out  of  the  ways  and  means  of  1 79 1     [Appendix  (W.)  No.  5.] 

£.207,728 

The  total,  applicable  to  the  expences  of  the  five  years,  will  then 
typear  to  have  been         -  .1    £.88,040,055 

There  will  be  then  left  unaccounted  for  a  fum  of  76,861 

>y  which  the  difburfement  will  have  exceeded  the  amount  of  the  feve- 
fal  articles  of  receipt  which  it  has  been  poflible  in  this  flatement  to 
licertain. 

It  would  certainly  have  been  more  fatisfa&qry  if  the  totals  now 
Irawn  up  had  been  found  to  tally  with  perfeft  accuracy,  k  muft, 
towever,  be  recolle&ed,  that  the  accounts  referred  to  your  Committee 
nclude  a  period  when  the  revenue  was  encumbered  with  a  variety  of 
itinote  appropriations :  and  although  the  change  made,  by  the  Coofo- 
tdation  a&,  in  the  courfe  and  practice  of  the  Exchequer,  hat  firopli- 
ied  the  accounts  fince  the  time  when  it  took  place,  yet  the  intricacy 
rf  the  former  fyftem  has  probably  rendered  it  difficult  precifely  to  af- 
*rtain  th£  Turns  brought  forward,  under  different  heads,  from  an  an* 
tocedent  period ;  and  that  difficulty  may  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  in 
fane  meafure  increafed  by  the  interval  of  time  which  has  now  elapfed 
Dace  that  fyftem  was  altered. 
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§  14- 

In  order,  however,  to  throw  (till  farther  light  upon  this  part  of  Ai 
fubje^,  your  Committee  have  thought  proper  to  jou  a  brief  ftateimt 
of  the  account  in  a  different  point  of  view. 

For  this  purpofe  they  have  ftated  as  the  income,  the  feveral  fa 
pkifles  of  the  finking  and  consolidated  funds,  as  rhey  tlo>d  at  the 
end  of  each  quarter,  from  the  th  of  April,  17J86,  to  the  j*h  of  J*. 
nuary,  1791,  both  inclufive;  and  fuch  farther  fums  as  appear  hri* 
ways  jnd  means  of  each  year,  taken  from  the  accounts  laid  annaaBf 
before  Parliament,  fhewing  how  the  money  given  for  the  Service* 
each  year  refpeflively  has  been  difpofed  of.  The  expenditure  is  otb* 
poftd  of  fuch  fums  as  have  been  charged  in  each  year,  in  contequenof 
of  the  grants  of  Parliament,  excluding  only  (for  reafons  above  ftateti 
fuch  as  have  been  voted  in  1787,  1788,  1789,  and  1790,  under  trf 
head  of  Deficiencies  of  the  Grants  of  the  years  refpe&ively  preceding,] 
Tn  this  manner  of  ftating  the  account,  no  notice  is  taken,  on  either; 
fide*  of  the  fixed  charges  upon  the  income,  or  of  the  revenue  by  whidf 
they  are  defrayed ;  but  the  principal  of  the  annual  Exchequer  MI*,' 
and  the  deficiencies  of  the  annuity  funds,  are  included  on  both  fides/ 
Thefe  deficiencies  were  fums  which,  prior  to  the  Consolidation  aft, 
"were  annually  made  good,  out  of  the  finking  fund,  to  the  variott 
other  funds  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  particular  annuities 
and  replaced  to  that  fund  out  of  the  fupplies  of  the  fubfequerit 
years. 

It  appears  by  the  table  referred  to,  that  the  whole  receipt  for  the 
laft  five  years  (fo  ftated)  has  been     [Ap.(W.)  No  7.]  £.62,519,440 

To  which  muft  be  added     [  Ap.  (W.)  No,  6.]         -  176,347 

being  the  fum  wanting,  on  the  31ft  day  of  December,  1 790,  to 
make  tip  what  had  been  granted  as  the  growing  furplus  of  the  confo-j 
Jidatedfund,  ftp  to  the  5th  of  April,  1791,  to  defray  the  fervices  io-< 
eluded  on  the  other  fide  oPthe  account. 

And  a  farther  fum  of   [Ap.  (W.)  No.  5.]        -  j£-207i7*f! 

under  the  head  of  Deficiency  of  Grants  of  1790,  being  that  by  which' 
the  whole  of  the  ways  and  means  granted  for  the  fervice  of  that  jar 
/alls  fhort  of  defraying  the  expences  incurred  in  the  courfeof  it.         < 

7  he  total  will  then  be        -  -  jC*62>90£JI5  l 

The  amount  of  the  grants  for  the  fame  period  appears  to  have  ! 
been         ...  -  -  £-62,903,51$ 

The  difference  between  the  totals,  which  may  be  fuppofed  toarifc 
only  from  fractions,  may  be  entirely  overlooked. 
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Tour  Committee,  defirons  of  ascertaining  in  what  manner  the  dif- 
rence  between  the  Receipt  and  Expenditure*  as  firft  ftated,  has  arifen, 
f  all  the  means  j/vhjch  occurred  to  them,  proceeded  to  examine  the 
fpofition  papers  of  each  year;  and  have  taken  the.furplufles  of  the 
aking  and  confolidated  funds  (as  before)  for  each  quarter,  from  the 
th  of  April,  1786,  to  the  5th  of  January,  1791,  both  inclufive;  de- 
iding  only  the  fums  carried  to  them  to  make  good  the  annuity  funds, 
kichdo  not  appear  as  articles  of  expenditure. 
As  thefe  furplufles  arife  after  defraying  the  intereft  of  the  public 
jbt,  the  annual  million,  the  civil  lift,  and  all  other  permanent 
prges  upon  thefe  funds,  the  whole  of  which  muft  have  been  paid  as 
ry  became  due,  at  the  expiration  of  each  quarter,  before  any  furplus 
Mild  be  applied  to  the  current  fervicc  of  the  year,  it  is  evident  that 
ib  total  income  arifing  from  the  permanent  taxes,  and  other  articles, 
Bried,  during  this  period,  to  the  finking  and  confolidated  funds, 
ftft  have  exceeded  the  amount  of  thofe  furplufles  by  a  fum  equal  to 
«  amount  of  the  charges  above  enumerated. 

Adding,  therefore,  to  thefe  furplufles,  the  charges  above  ftated— 
p  amount  paid  out  of  the  appropriated  duties  for  the  purpofes  to 
faich  they  are  refpe&ively  appropriated — the  fums  feparately  voted 
1  the  ways  and  means  of  each  year,  exclufive  of  the  principal  of  the 
inual  Exchequer  bills— the  fum  wanted,  on  the  31ft  of  December, 
790,  to  complete  the  total  for  which  the  growing  furplus  had  been 
ken,  up  to  the  5th  of  April,  1791 — and  the  Deficiency  of  Grants, 
igo,  the  total  will  be    [Ap.  (W.)  No-  8.]  £.88, 1 16,918 

In  order  to  examine  the  Expenditure  in  a  fimilar  manner,  your  Com- 
ittee  have  taken  the  totals,  dated  in  the  di  fpofition  papers,  as 
anted  by  Parliament,  as  the  whole  amount  of  the  fupplies ;  dedufl- 
£  only  the  principal  of  the  annual  Exchequer  bills — the  deficiencies 
the  annuity  funds — the  deficiencies  of  grants  for  every  year,  ex- 
pt  1785— and  the  deficiency  of  the  confolidated  fund  on  the  5th  of 
tmiary,  1789. 

To  this  they  have  added  the  intereft  of  the  public  debt — the  charges 
1  the  aggregate  and  confolidated  funds,  including  the  civil  lift — the 
larterly  payments  to  the  Commiflioners  for  difcharging  the  na- 
anal  debt — and  the  produce  of  the  appropriated  duties,  as  above 
Red;  being  articles  of  expence  which  are  not  included  in  the  annual 
rants  of  Parliament. 

The  total  of  thefe  fums  appears,  By  the  papers  referred  toj  to 
■   [i#i^*<W.)Np.$.]  .-  -    £88,116,926 

Wfciob  mnb*s  atooft  exa&Jy  with  the  whole  amount  pi  the  ex* 
ttdkuce,  Mfieady  ftajnd  in  a  dkflerent  manner,  a#d  is  an  additional 
;oqf,  th*t  thc&w\mneexrQr,  which  deierves  Qotjge,  011  j&iffide 
"the  accouat. 
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The  coincidence  between  the  Income  and  Expenditure,  as  here 
ftated,  fufficiently  proves  that  the  difference  which  appeared  in  tk 
former  ftatement,  rauft  hare  proceeded,  from  the  omiJfion  of  fumi, 
to  the  amount  of  that  difference,  on  the  receipt  fide;  and  the  cade 
from  which  fuch  an  inaccuracy  may  be  fuppofed  to  have  arifen,  bas 
already  been  mentioned. 


III.    NA« 
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III.     NATIONAL  DEBT, 


YOUR  Committee  find,  that  there  has  been  applied  to  the  dif- 
charge  of  the  public  debt,  daring  the  period  referred  to  them,  a 
fam  of  «*  -  -       £4*750,000 

irifing  from  the  quarterly  payments  direded  by  Parliament ;  and  a 
farther  fum  of  -  -  -  ^674,592 

irifing  from  the  intereft  of  (lock  bought,  and  of  annuities  expired  or 
alien  in ;  making  together  a  fum  of    [Ap.  (X.)  No.  u]  £*S*424iS9% 

The  only  increafe  of  the  funded  debt,  during  the  fame  period,  which 
is  to  be  fet  againft  the  above  decreafe,  has  been  occafioned  by  a  loan 
raifed  by  annuities  with  the  benefit  of  furvivorlhip. 

The  capital  fo  raifed  was    [Ap.  (F.)  No.  3.]      -        £.1,002,140 

A  farther  fum  of  187,000!.  was  raifed  by  ihort  annuities  in  1789, 
of  which  34,0001.  has  been  fince  repaid.  But  as  this  loan,  which  was 
intended  to  replace  a  fum  advanced  for  foreign  fecret  fervice,  is  to  be 
repaid  by  installments,  in  fuch  proportions  as  will  be  equal  to  the 
Turns  neceflary  for  discharging  both  the  principal  and  intereft,  by  the 
time  at  which  the  above-mentioned  annuities  are  to  determine,  it  did 
not  appear  to  your  Committee  of  a  nature  to  be  ftated  as  an  increafe 
af  the  national  incumbrances. 

In  comparing  the  outftanding  debt  of  the  navy,  on  the  31ft  of  De- 
Dember,  1785,  and  on  the  31ft  of  December,  17.00,  there  appears  to 
bare  been  an  increafe  of  105,530!.  [Appendix  (a.)  No.  2.  (K.) 
Ho.  1.] 

On  the  31ft  of  December,  1789,  there  had  been  an  increafe  of 
&57»95ol.  But  in  the  year  1790,  a  fum  of  200,000!.  was  granted  by 
Parliament  towards  difcharging  this  debt,  and  has  been  included  in  the 
tatetnent  of  the  expences  of  the  five  years,  which  would  have  reduced 
the  increafe  to  457>950l« 

Your  Committee  think  it  neceflary  to  remark,  that,  from  infor- 
mation received  from  the  Navy  Board,  the  apparent  decreafe  which 
ias  taken  place  in  the  year  1 790,  beyond  what  can  be  accounted  for  by 
:he  grant  of  20O,O00l.,  appears  to  have  been  in  part  occafioned  by  the 
:ircumftances  attending  the  late  armament,  and  the  fums  voted  for 
lefraying  it. 

Credit  has  been  taken,  in  making  up  this  account,  for  fo  much  of 
Jiofe  fums  as  was  intended  to  replace  the  ftores  delivered  out  in  the 
tturfe  of  the  laft  year,  which  apparently  diminishes  the  debt,  till  that 
ervice  has  been  fully  performed.    Some  of  the  works  propofed  in  the 
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extra  eft imate  of  1790  having  been  neceflarily  fufpended,  in  coafeqi 
of  the  exertions  for  the  armament)  left  a  part  of  the  fam  voted  on  thtf 
eft i mate  applicable,  in  the  courfe  of  that  year,  to  the  reduQion  of  tk 
debt. 

A  farther  fam  arofe  frorfi  the  additional  etpenceof  the  armament 
having  been  ftated  as  including  the  purchafe  of  hemp  and  other  articles, 
which,  although  immediately  neceffary  for  the  extraordinary  prepa- 
rations then  made,  are  ftated  to  have  been  in  fad  defrayed  out  of  the 
grants  of  Parliament  for  the  current  fervice  of  the  nary.  Your  Com- 
mit tee,  therefore,  rmvirig  reafon  to  believe  that  the  great  apparent  A- 
Creafe  of  the  debt  during  the  laft  year  would  hare  proved  only  tempo- 
rary, (eVen1  if  the  navy  had  continued  thffc  year  upon  the  ufual  efiab- 
li (bitten t)  have  thought  proper  to  ftate  thfe  increafe  of  the  period  re- 
ferred lo  them,  by  comparing  the  ftate  of  the  debt  on  the  31ft  of  De- 
cember, 1785,  With  that  of  thtf  31ft  of  December,  1789;  and,  by  de- 
ducting from  this  increafe  the  fum  of  200,000!.  voted  by  Parliament, 

It  would  then  ftand  at  -  j£*457>95° 

The  deficiency  of  the  grants  of  17909  which  falls  upon  the  revenue 
of  1 791,  is  £. 207,728.     [Appendix  (W.)  No.  5/J  . 

But  the  deficiency  of  grants  of  1785,  which  was  defrayed  oat  of 
the  income  of  1786,  was  only  £.127,138.     [Ap.  (O.)  No.  1.] 

The  difference,  therefore,  muft  be  added  to  the  increafe  of  the  debt 
Hi  the  whole  period,  and  makes  a  fum  of  -  £-80.590 

There  appears  bv  the  Ordnance  account  to  have  been,  on  the  5th  of 
Jatiuary,  1791,  a  fum  due,  for  afticjes  not  provided  for  by  Parliament, 
amounting  to    [Appendix  (M.)  No.  y.")  -  j£*6*»9°9 

Whidt  has  been  ft  nee  voted,  and  moft  be  confidered  as  a  part  of  the 
debt  incurred  in  the  five  years  preceding. 

The  whole  excefs  of  the  fum  applied  to  the  difcharge  of  the  public 
debt,  beyond  thofe  by  which  it  has  been  increafed  (during  the  laft  rite 
Jeaf s)  appears  to  have  been;  according  to  the  above  ftatement, 

/\3,822,00J 

The  amount  of  the  unfunded  debt  arifing  from  the  Exchequer  bills 
annually  iffued  by  the  authority  of  Parliament  upon  the  credit  of  the 
fuppliesy  is  5,500,000!.,  being  the  fame  as  at  the  commencement  of 
this  period,  exclufive  of  thofe  iffued  in  confequence  of  the  late  arm*- 
itient,  which  are  charged  upon  taxes  appropriated  to  that  purpofe» 
and  not  included  in  the  ftatement  of  the  future  income  of  the  coun- 
try.    [Appendix  (O.)  No.  1.] 

The  amount  of  the  Exchequer  bills  annually  iflued  on  the  credit  of 
the  land  and  malt,  which  are  now  outftanding,  is  not  ftated  by  yoor 
Committee  as  a  part  of  the  unfunded  debt,  becaufe  money  applicable 
to  the  difcharge  of  thofe  bills  is  conftantly  in  a  courfe  of  Collediun, 
and  no  other  charge  is  occafioned  by  them  to  the  Public,  except  the 
annual  inter  eft,  which  is  already  ftated  as  a  part  of  the  future  expen- 
diture 

It  t*  farther  to  be  obfer?ed,  that,  in  the  year  1 786,  the  growing 
produce  of  the  Unking  fund  was  taken  up  to  the  5th  of  April  1787, 

which 


tinch  included  <he  fiitpltrt  of  five  quarters*  ant?  appears  to  have 
been  for  the  time  an  anticipation,  to  a  certain  extent,  of  the  revenue 
rf  the  fabfequent  yearr;  and  that  the  growing  produce  of  the  finking 
and  eonfolidated  funds  has,  iince  that  time,  been  taken  from  April  to 
April.  The  farpta*  of  the  eonfolidated  fund  had  produced,  on  the 
$lft  df  December  179G  [Ap.  (W.)  No.  6.]  (being  the  day  on  which 
the  account  of  that  fund  was  made  up)  within  176,547!.  of  the  whole 
Turn  for  which  it  had  been  taken,  up  to  the  5th  of  April  1791.  This 
torn,  therefore,  was,  on  the"  31ft  of  December  190,  all  that  re- 
named of  the  amount  of  that  anticipation.  Youf  Committee  having 
Bailed  for  an  account  of  the  produce  of  the  taxes  from  that  day  to 
the  5th  of  January  1791,  find  that  it  amounted  to  [Appendix  (D.) 
No.  3.]  £.200^68 

If,  therefore,  the  balance  had  been  ft  ruck  upon  the  eonfolidated 
fund  acccount  on  the  5th  of  January  in  1791,  as  was  done  in  1786, 
(inftead  of  fo  many  days  earlier  than  ufual  y  happens  in  the  cc.urfe  of 
the  Exchequer)  the  produce  of  the  three  laft  quarters  would  have  been 
rather  more  than  fufficient  to  make  good  the  whole  charge  on  the 
growing  produce  of  that  fund  for  the  fupplies  of  the  year  1790, 
without  any  anticipation. 

Your  Committee  beg  leave  alfo  to  remark,  thr>t  an  alteration  was 
made  with  refpeft  to  the  time  of  payment  of  certain  annuities,  by  an 
i&  of  the  26th  of  His  prefent  Majefty,  cap.  34.  [rtp.  (G  )  No.  1  ] 
Orie  quarter  was  paid  on  the  lOth.of  Odtober  1786,  and  the  future 
payments  Were  diredced  to  be  made  half  yearly,  on  the  5th  of  April, 
inrf  the  10th  of  Oftober.  By  this  change  the  Public  availed  iffelf, 
in  tfiif  year,  bf  the  amount  of  one  quarterly  payment  upon  thefe  an- 
nuities, which  Would  have  been  payable  on  the  5th  of  January  f  787, 
[in  addition  to  thatifluedon  the  icth  of  October)  which  quarter  was 
not  afterwards  to  be  paid  till  the  5th  of  April  1787;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Public  became  bound,  for  the  future,  to  pay,  on 
rvery  5th  of  April,  half  a  year's  intereft,  being  <n  faft  an  advance  of 
one  quarter,  which  would  not  oiherwife  have  been  payable  til!  the  5th. 
of  July  following.  Therefult  of  this  is,  that,  on  the  5th  day  of  Ja- 
nuary, 1 79 1,  there  had  been  paid,  upon  the  whole,  one  quarter  lefs, 
>n  account  of  the  intereft  of  thefe  annuities,  than  would  have  been  if- 
[iied  if  the  above-mentioned  alteration  had  not  taken  place. 

It  is  farther  to  be  obferved  that  the  abolition  of  all  the  diftin£t  ap- 
propriations, and  the  charging  all  the  quarterly  iffues  for  the  intereft 
of  the  puMic  debt  on  one  general  fund,  to  which  all  the  permanent 
taxes  are  carried,  has  produced  the  effe6fc  of  making  the  whole  amount 
of  the  revenue  in  the  Exchequer  applicable,  at  the  end  of  each  quar- 
ter, to  the  difcharge  of  the  demands  then  exifting;  whereas,  under 
the  former  fyftem,  that  part  of  the  revenue  which  confifted  of  taxes 
liftindly  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  the  intereft  ot  particular  an- 
nuities, could  only  be  applied  to  the  half  yearly  payments  on  thofe  an- 
tuitics;  in  confequence  of  which,  there  remained,  at  the  expiration 
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of  each  quarter,  certain  fains  of  this  defcript ion  ufeleft,  till  the  expi- 
ration of  a  fubfequent  quarter. 

The  capital  ftock  bought  by  the  Commiffioners  for  discharging  the 
national  debt,  up  to  the  i  ft  day  of  February,  1791,  (being  the  day  oa 
which  they  made  up  their  accounts  of  the  application  of  the  fuml  it 
fued  in  the  preceding  year)  was    [Ap.  (Y.)  No.  1.]        j£A77*»35° 

The  annual  intereft  of  the  fame  is  -  203,170 

To  this  muft  be  added,  the  prefent  amount  of  the  annuities  expired 
or  fallen  in,  which  appears  to  be    £  Ap.  (Y.)  No.  2.]        -    £*Shty 

Both  together  make  a  fum  of  -  254*804 

which  is  at  this  time  an  addition  to  the  million  annually  applied  to  tie 
reduftion  of  the  national  debt,  refulting  from  the  adoption  of  the  pba 
for  that  purpolfe,  and  now  increafing  at  compound  intereft. 
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ABSTRACT  of  the  feveral  Article*  of  the  Public  Receipt  and 

Expenditure, 


RECEIPT. 


Permanent  taxes  * 
load  and  malt 


-  2,558,000 


EXPENDITURE. 

Inlereft  and  charges  of  the 

public 

debt                — 

— 

^•9>3!7'97a 

Exchequer  bills        — 

— 

260,000 

Civil  lift               — 

— 

898,000 

Charges  on  confolidated  fund 

*°5»385 

Navy           — 

— 

2,000,000 

Army               — 

— 

1,748,841 

Ordnance        — 

— 

375>°°° 

Militia               — 

— 

95.3" 

Mifcellaneous  fervices 

— 

128,416 

Appropriated  duties 

— 

40,252 

Annual  million        — 

-       1,003,000 

16,030,286 


Balance  — • 


,S»969»l78 
6i,toS 


*  Calculated  upon  tht  avenge  produce  of  the  three  lift  years,  and  exdafive  of 
i&y  additional  allowance  for  the  taxes  impofed  in  17  S9,  or  for  the  increafe  upom 
lobacco* 
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Appendix  (b.)  No,  i. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  from  the 
(Commencement  to  5th  January  1787,  and  between  the  5th  January" 
1787  and  cth  January  1791,  of  the  Additional  Duty  on  BRITISH  SPI- 
RITS and  SWEETS,  impbfed  by  Two  Ads  of  26  George  III. ;  diftin- 
guifhing  the  Sums  paid  in  each  Year. 


Years 

Britifli  Spirits, 

Sweets, 

ended 

Additional  Duty 

Additional  Duty 

.    S* 

26  George  III. ' 

'  26  George  III. 

January. 

£.     s*     d. 

£.      s.     d. 

£.      i.      d. 

1787 

—           — .             — 

7,417      0     0 

137      0     0 

To  10th  May  1 
*7«7 

>  44*433  6  °i 

'1,539    11   19 

To  5th  Jan.    " 

1788,  by 
Computa- 

♦38,65813  9$ 

: 

1788 

tion*           J 

83,091     19    10  j 

^ 

1789 

—        —    by  Ditto     — 

81,967     13     4 

1790 

—        —    by  Ditto     — 

84,477      0     0 

1791 

—        —    by  Ditto     — 

995266     16     8 

Excife  Office,  London, 

1  ith  Ap 

>ril  1791* 

G.J.   CHOLMONDELEY. 

M  B. — The  Duties  on  Britifli  Spirits  being  confolidated 
from  and  after  10th  May  1787,  the  Exche- 
quer Payments  on  Britifli  Spirits,  by  Act  of 
26  Geo.  III.  cannot  be  afcertained  otherwife 
than  by  Computation;  but  a  fixthpart  of  the 
Confolidated  Duty  on  Spirits,  paid  into  the 
Exchequer  after  that  Period,  is  returned  in 
this  Account  as  the  proper  Proportion,  the 
Old  Duty  being  Five  Pence,  and  the  Additi- 
onal, One  Penny  per  Gallon. 

If.  !?•— -The  Duties  on  Sweets,  previous  to  the  26 
George  III.  were  i8s.  per  Barrel,  together 
with  die  per  Cents,  thereon,  and  by  that  A& 
Were  railed  to  24s.  per  Barrel,  together  with 
the  per  Cents.;  by  the  Confolidation  Act, 
which  commenced  nth  May  1787,  thefe  Du- 
ties were  again  reduced  to  1 8s.  4jd.  being 
within  a  Fraction  the  fame  as  thofe  fubfifting 
previous  to  the  palling  of  the  26th  George 
III. ;  it  is  apprehended,  therefore,  that  no 
Return  can  be  made  of  the  Additional  Du- 
ties after  the  n  May  1787. 

(A)  F.    HOOKER.  Acct.  Gent 


Appendix  (b.)  No.  2. 

%n  ACCOUNT  of  the  Produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  the  Additional 
'DUTIES  impofed  upon  DEALS  and  BATTENS,  by  the  26th  of  His 
prefent  Majefty,  imported  into  Great  Britain  between  the  5th  January 
1 786,  and  the  5th  January  1791 ;  diftinguifhing  each  Year. 


Deals. 

Battens. 

TOTAL. 

1786 

1787 
1788 
1789 
1790 

Infpeftor  G 

Cuftom  H 

19th  A] 

nrrr-'u  ■     i 

£•    '•    <*• 

17,701     1     * 

33*476    S     ° 
27,743  10     0 

3r»3i7     5     6 

35,287     1     6 

eneral's  Office, 
oufe  London, 
)ril,  1791. 

£•    s.    d.          £•    J.    ^ 
566  13    6     18,267  14    S 
1,18*    %    4     34»66j    8    4 
i»779  l6    3     *9»$*3    6    3 
1,83ft    4    4     33>H?    9  IO 
1,519  10    6     36,806  12    0 

THOMAS  IRVING, 
Infpedor  General  of  the  Imports 
and  Exports  of  Qreat  Britain. 

Appendix  (b.)  No.  5. 

Aa  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer  rf  Ac  DU- 
TIES on  PERFUMERY,  impofed  by  an  A&  of  the  26th  George  Third, 
from  the  Time  of  thfcif  Commencement  to  the  5th  of  January  1787,  and 
from  5th  of  January  1787  to  the  5th  of  January  1791 ;  difkmguiflniig  each 
Year. 


From  the  Time  of  their  Commence- 1 
ment  to  the  5th  January  j 


Stamp  Office, 
nth  April  1 791. 


1787  — 

1788  — 

1789  — 

1790  — 

1791  — 


£ .  *•    J* 

4t793  °    ° 

13,243  1  ir 

10,598  x     o 

8,200  5    6 

7,411  s    6 


£-4*>*SS  «o  II 


J.  LLOYD,  proOomptr. 


Appendix  (tx)  No.  4* 

An  ACCOUNT,  as  far  as  the  fame  can  be  made  up,  (hewing  the  INCREASE 
of  the  Revenue  of  CUSTOMS  anting  from  the  alteration  made  in  the  Duty 
on  fevend  Articles  thereof*  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of  the  a  7th  of  His 
prefent  Majefty,  intituled,  "  An  A€t  for  repealing  the  feverai  Duties  of 
**  Cuftoma  and  Exciie,  and  granting  other  Duties  in  lieu  thereof,  and  for 
•*  applying  the  faid  Duties,  together  with  the  other  Duties  compofing  the 
*•  Public  Revenue ;  for  permitting  the  Importation  of  certain  Goods, 
"  Wares,  and  Merchandize,  the  Product  or  Manufacture  of  the  European 
'*  Dominions  of  the  French  King,  into  this  Kingdom ;  and  for  applying  cer- 
"  tain  unclaimed  Monies,  remaining  in  the  Exchequer  for  the  Payment  of 
"  Annuities  on  Lives,  to  the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt ;"  and  diftin- 
guiihingthe  Produce  thereof  in  each  Year,  from  the  Commencement  toth* 
5th  January  1791. 


Increafe  pf  Revenue,  arifing 

from  the  Fractional  Parts  of 

the  Duties  on  certain  Goods 

being   converted  into   Jnte-     £.      s.    d. 

grals       •■»  —         21,498  19  of 

Deduft  Decreafe  of  Revenue, 

arifing  from  the  Fractional 

Parts  of  the  Duties  on  certain 

Goods  being  reduced  to  In- 
tegrals —  — 


Increafe  of  Revenue,  occafion 
ed  by  additional  Duties  on 
certain  Articles  of  Wood,  and 
Alterations  in  the  Defcription 
of  others,  for  the  Purpofe  of 
better  ascertaining  the  proper 
Duties  —  — 

New  Duties  on  certain  Goods 
ufed  for  dying        —        — 

Total  Produce  of  Duties  — 

By  the  fame  Act  a  Duty  was 
impofed  on  the  Articles  of 
FrenchCambricksand  Lawns, 
which  were  before  prohibited, 
the  Produce  of  which,  in  each 
of  the  faid  Years,  has  amount- 
ed to  —  — 
Cuflom  Houfe,  London, 
April  8th  1791. 

(A*) 


«°»8$3  »S  H 


1788 


64S    3   4 


22,696  is  1  if 


43>°S4 
645 


*  S 

3   4 


7»<>49    *   3 


1789 


J. 


23,109    7  o$»5>333  H»i 


5»*  *4  » 


37,156  19  7 
512  14    1 


1790 


1,041  10  6 


*4»«9*    4   Si 


47,656    o  8 
.  1,041  10  6 


64.553    *   5i6es366    6  7J 


72,98,  15   7f 


9,222    l6    6 


II 


911^4  i 


THOMAS  IRVING, 
InfpeOor  General  of  the  Export*  and 
Import*  of  Great  Britaia. 


Appendix  (k)  Nq.  5. 


To  the  Honourable  the  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Burgcfles,  in  . 
Parliament  affemblecL 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  the  ad& 
tional  Duties  on  HORSES,  and  CARRIAGES  with  Four  Wheels,  impofed 
by  an  Ad  of  the  29th  George  III.  from  the  Commencement  of  the  feme 
to  the  jth  of  January  1790,  and  from  the  5th  of  January  1790,  to  the 
5th  of  January  1791. 


From  the  Commencement  of  the  faid  Duties  to  the  Jth  January  1790* 
no  money  was  paid  into  the  Exchequer. 

Between  the  5th  January  1790  and  the  5th  January  1791,  there  ap- 
pears by  the  Receiver's  Accounts,  to  be  paid  intq  the  Exchequer— 

On  Account  of  the  Year  1789         —        £.  13,395    o    o 
And  on  Account  of  the  Year  1790  —         1,480    o    * 


Total  paid  —       £•  14,875    o    o 


More  Money  has  been  paid  into  the  Exchequer  on  thefq  Duties  within  die 
latter  Period,  but,  as  it  was  blended  with  the  former  Duties  on  Horfes,  aad 
Carriages  with  Four  Wheels,  the  Amount, cannot  be  afcertained* 


Office  for  Taxes, 

ii  April  r79x.  JOHN  TRENCHARD. 

TlM.  BRENT,  Comptr.  GEORGE  BLOUNT, 

F.  FOWNES  LUTTRELL. 


Appendix  (b.)  No.  6. 

in  ACCOUNT  of  the  Grof*  Produce  of  the  Additional  STAMP  DUTIES, 
impofed  by  an  A&  of  the  soth  of  George  III.  from  the  Time  of  their 
Commencement  to  the  5th  or  January  1790,  and  from  the  5th  of  January 
1 790  to  the  5th  of  January  x  791. 


rora  the  Time  of  their  Commencement 
to  5th  January  1790. 

fcwfpapers  • 

bdvertilements 

Sards 

Hce  - 

egacies  r 

rebates  of  Wilis 


£.      u    d. 

£.      s.    J. 

13,419   xo  10 

1,196    x$    6 

«,474    1%    0 

124     0    0 

4,637     0    0 

14,819    10    0 

37t67i     *    4 

The  Sum  of  £.37,783.  is.  %d.  was  paid  for  at  the  Head  Office,  and  the 
irther  Sum  of  £.9,888. 6*.  %d.  was  conrigned  to  the  Country  $  but  how  much 
as  difpofed  of  cannot  be  afcertained,  as  the  Diftributors  <k>  not  appropriate 
leir  Remittances  to  any  particular  Instrument. 


From  5th  January  1790  to  5th  January 
1791. 

icwfpaper;  V 

dvertilements 

ards  t 

iicc  - 

cgacies  -  -  - 

rebates  of  Wills         .         -         - 


The  Sum  of  £.70,784,  51.  9*  was  paid  for  at  the  Head  Office,  and  the 
rtber  Sum  of  £.10,204.  6/.  Bd.  was  configned  to  the.  Country  $,  but  how 
uoti  was  difpofed  of  cannot  be  afcertained,  as  the  Diftributors  do  not  ap- 
upriate  their  Remittances  to  any  particular  Inftrument. 


3°»r93 

13  11 

6,161 

0    0 

7>°38 

16    0 

438 

1%    6 

8,651 

0    0 

*8>5°S 

10    0 

80,988   1%    5 

Stamp  Office, 
iVpri)  |ith  X7^x 


J,    LLOYD,  proCoroptr. 


Appendix  (b.)  No.  7. 


To  the  Honourable  the  Committee  of  the  Hoofe  of  Commons,  appoisted 
to  examine  the  Public  Income  and  Expenditure. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Grofs  Aifcflbent  of  the  Additional  Duties  on  HORSES 
and  CARRIAGES,  impofed  in  1789,  deducing  the  probable  Ghargp  of 
Management. 


HORSES. 


England    — 
Scotland 


/. 


£.       s.     d. 

14,(552    o    o 

753    o     o 


XSl40S     o      o 


CARRIAGES. 


14,800    o     o 
teo    o     o 


15,620    o     o 


Pfobable  Charges  of  Management 


TOTAL. 


M73    o    ° 


31,0*5   o    0 


840    0    0 


30,185    o   0 


Office  for  Taxes, 
18th  April  1791. 
"TIM,  BRENT,  Comptr. 


JOHN  TRENCHARD, 
GEORGE  BLOUNT, 
F.  FOWNES  LUTTRfiU- 


Appendix  (B.)   No.  2. 


©  the  Honourable  the  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  appointed  tt 
examine  the  Public  Income  and  Expenditure. 

n  ACCOUNT  of  the  Diminution  which  took  Place  in  the  Amount  of  the 
HORSE  TAX,  impeded  in  1785,  in  Confequence  of  the  Alteration  made 
in  it  by  an  A&  of  the  »6th  of  George  QI. 


be  AJfeflment  made  to  the  Duty  on  Horfes  in  the  Year  178;,  com- 
mencing the  xoth  of  October  1785,  and  ending  the  5th  Day  of  April 
1786  -  -  -  -  £-7*»l87  *S    9 

1  the  Year  1786,  ending  the  5th  Day  of  April  1787      -      1339087  17    6 

1787,  5th        •    April  1788    •        101,284  11,    9 

1788,  -  5th     -        April  1789        -     97*986    5    o 

1789,  -        jth        -     April  1790        -     95,4*0    *    g 


The  Diminution  which  took  Place  in  the  Amount  of  the  Horfe  Tax  can 
only  be  ascertained  by  comparing  the  AnelTment  made  for  a  Year,  prior 
to  paffing  the  above-mentioned  Act  with  a  Year's  Aueflment  made  fub- 
fcquent  thereto;  the  Firft  Half  Year's  Duty  cannot  be  the  proper  Cri- 
terion to  judge  by,  becaufe  the  AflefTors,  on  paffing  the  A&impofing 
the  laid  Duty,  could  not  difcriminate  what  Horfes  were  chargeable 
therewith,  and  certainly  did  aflefs  a  greater  Number  of  Horfes  then  were 
afterwards  found  to  be  fubject  to  the  Duty,  particularly  the  Horfes  be- 
longing to  Farmers,  for  Want  of  knowing  the  Value  of  their  Fatim: 
The  Year  1786  is  therefore  fele&ed  to  make  the  Comparifon,  and  from 
which,  compared  with  the  Year  1789,  being  the  laft  tor  which  the  Ac- 
counts can  be  made  up,  there  appears  a  Difference  of  £.3  7,687.  1  $i.  id ; 
but  k  is  here  neoeflaiy  to.  obterve,  that  a  fmall  Proportion  of  the  laid 
Sum,  about  £.»,ooo,  has  moft  probably  happened  from  a  Decreafe  of 
the  Duty  iiklf. 


JOHN  TRENCHARD, 
(Bee  for  Taxes,  GEORGE  BLOUNT, 

18th  April  1791.  F.  FQWNES  LUTTRELL. 

TIM.BRiJJTjCompfr. 


Appendix  (B.)   No.  3/ 
EXCISE. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Amount  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  thcDirirfl 
on  LINENS,  printed,  painted*  &c.  and  on  COTTON  STUFFS; 
bleached  or  dyed  in  Great  Britain,  impofed  by  an  Act  of  the  34th  Geofc 
BL  Ch.  40;  and  alfo  of  the  ad  Valorem  Duty  on  LINENS,  COTTGH 
STUFFS,  MUSLINS,  FUSTIANS,  VELVETS,  and  VELVERETS, 
printed,  painted,  &c.  impofed  by  an  Act  of  the  25th  Geo.  III.  Ch.  71; 
from  the  Commencement  of  the  Firft-mentioned  Duty,  on  the  1  ft  October 
1784  to  the  5th  January  following,  and  from  that  Time  to  the  5th  January 
1791 5  diftinguiihing  each  Year. 


FrommeCommencement,ontheiftOct.  178410  5th Jan.  1785!     148  o   0 


From  the  5  Tan.  1785  to  5  Jan.  1786  -  •      |*7i°SS  °  ° 

From  the  5  Jan.  1786  to  5  Jan.  1787  -  *~  "   A 

From  the  5  Jan.  1787  toioMay  1787 


3t6o*  o   0 


Note.— The  Duty  on  Cotton  Stuffs,  bleached  or  dyed*  was  repealed  tk 
13th of  May  1785,  by  an  Act  of  the  95th  Geo.  III.  Ch.  43. 

The  Duty  on  Linens,  printed,  painted,  &c.  laid  by  the  »4*  G» 
m.  Ch.  40.  was  repealed  the  x  ft  Auguft  1785,  by  an  Act  of  the*  J* 
Geo.  III.  Chap.  73. 

In  lieu  of  the  above  Duties,  a  Duty  on  Linens,  Cotton  Stuffs,  MuP 
lins,  Fuftians,  Velvets,  and  Velverets,  painted,  ftained,  &c  was  lasdbf 
ft  $  Geo.  III.  Ch.  72,  and  commenced  ift  Auguft  1785. 

The  Arrears  of  the%Two  former  Duties,  which  remained  unpaid* 
the  ift  Augufl  1 785,  were  blended  and  returned  with  the  laft-mentkxirf 
Duty,  which  laft-mentioned  Duty  was  continued  only  to  the  lothMJf 
1787  ;  when  (/•  e.  by  the  Confolidation  Act,  a  7  Geo.  HL  Ch.  13-)* 
was  wholly  dropt,  and  printed  Linens,  Caliicoes,  and  Silks  were,  by  $* 
Confolidation  Aft  of  the  a  7  G.  III.  Ch,  13,  charged  with  the  likeD* 
ties  as  thofe  to  which  they  were  liable  antecedent  to  the  Year  1784. 

On  the  10th  May  1 787,  there  was  an  Arrear  of  the  Duties  irtpofedbf 
the  Acts  of  the  2.4.  and  a  5  Geo.  III.  to  the  Amount  of  £-9,971.  9*3^ 
Handing  out,  which  was  carried  forward,  and  blended  with  the  Arre** 
of  the  Old  Duty  on  thofe  Articles,  and  the  whole  confolidated  wkhtk 
Duties  impofed  by  the  27th  G.  III.  Ch.  13,— Of  the  aforefaid  Antff 
there  is  ftill  a  Sum  remaining  unpaid. 
Sxcife  Office,  London, 

May  ad,  1791.  M.  WHI»H. 

FRAN.  HOOKER,  AccuGeni. 


A  Comparatively  the  Comrnmittee  of  1 786. 


(A.)  No.  1 
(c.)  No.  1, 


(A.)  No.  1 


(c.)  No.  2. 
(A.)  No.  3, 
(c)  No.  3 

(A.)  No.  4. 

(A.)  No.  4 
(c.)  No.  4, 
(c.)  No.  5. 
(c.)   No.  6. 

(A.)  No.  1. 


(A.)  No.  4. 


1790. 


Window  Duty,  1 
Commutation,  or 

Four  Wheeled 

Two  Wheel  D 

Horfes 

Waggons 

Carts 
Candles 

J  Bricks  and  Till 
I  General  Licen< 
f  Plate  — 

\  Hats 

I  Game  — 

Hackney  Coaches* 
Ale  Licences 
Silk  and  Lead 
Additional  Paper 
rShopTax(FoU 
4  Male  Servants 

Temale  Servant 
C  Pawnbrokers 

Attornies 

Gloves 

Confolidated  Pc 

Medicine 


360,651 

479,006 

141,055 

29,803 

98,62 1 

14,596 

9>734 
108,306 
108,056 

44.97° 
1 8*433 
1 7,008 

55>a35 
1 5,000 
17,162 
151,720 
17,270 

6,142 
88,929 
28,464 

4,5*5 
24,703 

8,344 
181,155 
11,197 


1,040,075 


Average. 


Decreafe. 


£. 

399»35S 
SIO»394 
127,207 

27*851 
100,953 

16,945; 

9,72b 

106,885 

95,829 

43>I07 
22,094 
24,831  (2) 
50,260 
13,160 
1^,519 
141,561 
15,882 
52,161 
89,610 
29,828 

4*355 
24»923 

u,473 

174,39° 
11,292 


2,122,600 


952 

(i)5°>379 

2,i59 
54i 


12,110 

15,410 

645 


18,708 


100,904 


Increafc. 


10,419 
500 


3,7*» 
18,001 

6,046 

2,260 

1,160 

3,986 

55,201 

3*777 


4*9*3 

(3)M73 
4,860 


116,318 


(1.)  The  greater  par 

(2.)  As  this  Duty  is   Three  laft  1i  ears. 

(3.)  If  the  Average  1  in  the  Produce  of  this  Duty. 

(4.)  The  Calculations  grounds. 

(5.)  Including  about  of  the  Shop  Tax,  except  to  the  Amount  of 

Linens  and'stuffs2,'^  having  been  blended,  by  the  Confolidation 
'   A&,  with  the  Genlnnot  varv,  bt in g  a  Weekly  Payment  ot  a  cer- 
tain Sum.— Salt,   itn  more  than  thj  Sum  ethmated,  u  cannot  be 
afcertaincd  how  far 


(1 


Vc* 


iACCOUNT  of  thfcj,  and  1786,  compared  with  the  Years  1788, 
1789,  and  1790,  be^COUNT  of  the  Quantities  of  BRANDY  and 
SEN  EVA,  diftingufixchequer  of  CUSTOMS  and  EXCISE  arifing 
fcom  Spirits*  j 


Runj 


Imported. 


Gallons. 
(4 1,994,292 

*S'3»563»381 
[62,310,151 


.3,648,327 

*93>373>23* 
^2,639,08  7 


Expofl 


5X^eof  3 
i,oih,pOT  3 

1,467/' 


Gallons. 
f  Rum    -  1,621,379 
1  Brandy       75°>479 
L  Geneva        96,47 1 


Duty, 


S7*»J 

849V 
1,2381 

1,0+2, 


Total    -    2,468,329  £.677,090    6    8 


of  3 


Gallons* 
f  Rum    *  2,177,046 
i  Brandy    1,679,310 
t  Geneva      497*449 


Duty. 


Infpeftor  General 
QomHoufe,  Londoi  ii 


ity  and 
e  latter 


4»353>8o5  £-940,02*    6    8 


Duty  in    Gallons.  Duty. 

Period  *  1,885,476      £.262,932    9    o 


jPtodiice  of  the  Duty  tipon  Licences  granted  to 
birits  and  Wine,  in  taking  a  general  View  of  the 
Jns  a  Part  of  the  Revenue  arifing  from  thefe  Two 
>  the  Infpe&or  General  has  not  included  this  Duty 
Account,  becaufe  the  Amount  thereof  will,  with 
ty,  be  laid  before  the  Committee  by  an  Officer  of 


c: 


&*,. 
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(B) 


Appendix  (c.)  No.  2. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Additional  Duty  on  CANDLES,  impofed  by  tt 
Alt  of  the  24th  Geo.  III.  from  the  6th  January  1686  to  the  5th  January 
1791,  both  inclufive;  diftinguifhing  each  Year. 


From  5th  January 

1786 

to  Jth  January 

1787 

102,293 

18 

i. 
3, 

From  5th  January 

1787 

to  5th  January 

1788 

108,978 

11 

* 

From  5th  January 
From  5  th  January 

1788 

toSth 

January 

1789 

io7»33° 

5 

1789 

to  5th 

January 

1790 

107,521 

5 

3i 

From  5th  January 

1790 

to  5th. 

January 

1791 

108,306 

3 

»i 

J.  JENNER,  Aecorop.  Gen. 


G.  J*  CHOLMONDELEY, 


Appendix  (c.)     No.  3. 


An  ACCOUNT  of  fuch  Part  of  the  Duties  on  BRICKS  and  TILES  in* 
pofed  in  1784  as  have  been  received  at  the  Cuftoms,  from  the  6th  January 
1786  to  the  5th  January  1791,  both  inclufive;  diffinguifhi&g  each  Year. 


'  BRICKS. 

TILES. 

TOTAL 

1786 

1787 
1788 

.     1789 
1790 

6S    7    7 

9«     5    6 

1 8a  is    3 

1 8*  10    6 

146    6    0 

£■    '•    *■ 

'3    4    * 
036 

*3     7    4 

*3    3    5 

1  12    % 

£.    s.    d. 
78   11     9 
9»    9    0 

x95  *9    7 
195  13  11 
147  18    » 

Infpe&or  General's  Office, 
Cufbm  Houfe, 

London, 
19th  April  1 791. 


THOMAS  IRVING, 

Infpe&or  General  of  the  Imports 
and  Exports  of  G.  Britain. 


Appendix  (c.)    No.  4. 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  paid  iato  the  Exchequer  of  the  Duty 
on  ALE  LICENCES,  impofed  by  an  Aft  of  the  24th  of  His  prefent 
Majefty,  from  the  6th  Day  of  January  1786  to  the  5th  Day  of  January 
1 791;  difhnguifhing  each.  Year. 


£.        r.    d. 

* 

1787 

23,871    6    2 

1788 

20,434  13    6 
14,469    4  xo 

1789 

1790 

16,662     X     X 

1791 

17,162    5    6 

Stamp  Office, 
April  1 8th  1 791, 


J.  LLOYD,  pro  Campt. 


Appendix   (c.)     No.  5. 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  of  the  Additional  Duty  impofed  by 
the  24th  of  His  prefent  Majefty  upon  RAW  and  THROWN  SILKS,  im- 
ported into  Great  Britain,  and  upon  LEAD  Exported,  between  the  yth 
January  1786  and  the  5th  January  1791,  both  inclutive;  dtftinguifhing 
*ach  Year* 


Yean. 

Raw  Silk. 

Thrown  Silk. 

Lead  Exported* 

1786 

1787 

1788 

»789» 

}7¥> 

£-       *-    d- 
71,53c  16    0 
77,726  14    0 
81,883  16    6 
84,979    2    X 
75,149  *i    0 

£.      s.    d. 

39i759    $    7 
42,849    1    4 

33>73°    9    l 
43>*58    9    9 
55,880  11    0 

£.      ,.     * 
21,590  13    6 
18,573  18    0 

«6,495    3    0 
23,709     5    6 
20,691  xo    8 

Infpe&or  General's  Office, 

puftom  Houfe,  London, 

April  21ft,  1791, 


.  THOMAS  IRVING, 

Infpe&or  General  of  the  Imports, 
and  Exports  of  G.  Britain* 
(B2) 


Appendix  (c.)    No.  6+ 


EXCISE. 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  paid  into  the  Exchequer  of  the  Ad<k 
fional  Duty  on  PAPER,  impofed  by  an  A&  of  the  24th  of  His  prefeni 
Majefty,  from  the  6th  January  178$  to  5th  Jamja/y  1791,  both  inclufive,* 
diftinguifliing  each  Year. 


From  6th  January  1786  to  5th  January  1787 
From  6th  January  1787  to  16th  l'r  M  *  ' 

May  1787  J  £*67i 

From  6th  January  1787  to  5th 

January  1788 


•I 


10,803 


o    o 


From  6th  January  1788  to  5th  Janyary  1789 
From  6th  January  1789^0  5th  January  1790 
From  6th  January  1790  to  5th  January  1791 


14,030    o    o 


**474 


16,498    o    o 
16,141    o    o         1 
17,270    o    o         ; 


N.  2?.— The  Additional  Duty  on  Paper,  per  44  Geo.  TEL 
being  confolidated  from  and  after  the  10th 
May  1787,  no  Return  can  be  made  thereof 
after  the  faid  10th  May  1787  ;  but  a  Fourth 
Part  of  the  Confolidated  Duty  it  returned  in 
this  Account  as  the  proper  Proportion. 


G.  J.  CHOLMONDELEY. 


Excife  Office,  London, 
1 8th  April  1 79 1. 


JOHN  RIX, 
Accompt.  Gen* 


.T'l 


(flembled. 

An  ACCOUNT JYears  1785,  1786,  1787,  1788,   1789,   and  1790* 
diijrax  from  Midiummer  to  Midiummer. 


LAND 


"Ty  Day  1788 
'       to 
\y  Day  1789. 


2Cth 

26th 

27th 

12th 

13th 

14th 

19th 

36th 

15th 

1 6th 

19th 

*2d 

40th 

41ft 

42d 

43d 

44th 

45th 
46th 
47th 
48th 
49th 
50th 

rid 

53d 


—    4J-  A* 


—    V-  Ai< 


3s- 

2/, 
4'- 

3* 


11 

11 

J  r 

8 

9 
9 


9 

5 
12 

1 
5 


o    o 


—    4/.  Aij 


Ail 
AH 
Am  546  19 

—  00 

—  12 

*5 
500 

—  o 

—  o 

—  910 

—  6,312 

—  96 

—  ■      59 

—  *»*44 


6 
o 

9 
o 

8* 
o 


—  '   743 

—  1,464 

—  7,**7 

—  0,489 

—  4>55°< 

-r        o 


0$ 
o 
6 

7 
o 

o 

o 

10 

10 

o 
o 
4 

5; 

2 

7l 
o 

o 


4**34 


18 


iimmer  1 788 
MALT,    !     to 

tammer  1789. 


MALT 

h°  — 

L°  — 

D°  — 

D*  — 

3  •  — 

1°  — 

J°  — 

!•  — 


o    o 


o 
o 
o 
o 

1h«77 

5>675 
o 


thenftEGS. 


MS*    o 


Lady  Day  1789 

to 
Lady  Day  1790. 


o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 


S°7 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

14 
263 

3" 
2,866 

5***5 

109,035 

1,332,698  18 

515,210    o 

1 


o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

l7 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
8 

16 
I 
o 

18 


o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

4 
o 
0 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
6 
4 

Hi 
II 

9i 

2 
O 


,966,033     2     8j 


TOTALS 

of 

each  Tax. 


*7 
11 

"S 

9 

9 


10 

5 

4 

1 
5 


9 
o 

8* 
o 

8* 
o 


57  * 

2,489  12 

53°  i7 

12  7 

8,030  '4 

3>°n 
291 

435 

10**93 

!9>354  17 

9,187  15 

205,738  18 

1,423,924  8 

1,917,427  6 

1,914,747  19 

1,907,246  3 

1,860,897  16 

1,797,248  18 

515,220  x> 


3f 

b 

ii  11^ 

18         5 

6    of 


8 
03 


% 
o 


"» 596»349    fl    8| 


Midfummer  1789 

to 
Midfummer  1 790. 


o 

1,500 

o 
o 

■95 

452,814 

75-476 


5*9»985 


o    o 


TOTALS 

of 
each  Day. 


140    o    o 


422,437  o 

626,972  o 

511,925  o 

622,183  ° 

610,841  o 

558,489  o 

7^476  ° 


3,428,463    o    o 
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Appendix  (D.)    No.  3. 


To  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the  Accounts  of  the  PuUk  Inane  | 

and  Expenditure. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Net  Produce  of  the  Taxes  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
nnder  the  Heads  of  Cuftoms,  Exctfc,  Stamps,  and  Incidents,  from  the  xft 
Pay  of  January  1791  to  the  Jth  Day  of  January  1791,  both  inclufive. 


£.       x.   d. 

CUSTOMS               —                  ~ 

~ 

47**4*  l9  10 

EXCISE                 —                   — 

—» 

90,916    0   0 

STAFFS                       ^                      — 

r*» 

16,197     O    Q 

INCIDENTS, 

Confotidatcd  Letter  Money,  1787 

— . 

3,000    0  $ 

Po,               Salt                   

— 

5,998  18   b 

Seizures,  fince  24th  October  1 760 

~ 

369  16    1 

Letter  Money,  176Q                 — 

~m 

80,000     0    0 

6*/,  Deduftkm  on  Penfions,  &c. 

~*- 

I*44<>     °     ° 

Houfes  and  Windows,  1766                 «! 

«rt- 

1,400   0   0 

Inhabited  Hoofes,  1779 

•— 

£00    0    0 

Hawkers  and  Pedlars,  17 10 

— . 

400     Q    0 

Hackney  Coaches  and  Chairs,  ifi  iVuguft  1711 

-+■ 

1,000    0   0 

Po.               -^.               1784 

-*- 

1,000     0    0 

Male  Servants»  1785 

— . 

j6o    0   Q 

Female  Do*      Do,              * 

T~ 

60    0   0 

Horfes    — -      Do 

— 

37°    °  ° 

Four  Wheel  Carriages,  Do, 

— 

460    0  0 

Two  Wheel  Carriages,  Do, 

— 

JO    0    0 

Waggons            • 

— 

Cart*                      *                                                        mm 

•00,468  14  J 

jUtmorandum* 


The  Surplus  of  the  Oonfolidated  Fund,  for  the 
Quarter  ended  5th  January  1791,  was  made 
up  to  the  ji  ft  December  1790  inclufive. 


Exchequer, 
the  5th  Day  or  May  1791* 


ROBERT  JENNINGS. 
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a  ACCOUNT  of  th 
Excife  arifing  therefn ; 
France,  and  alfo  in  P; 


he  Exchequer  of  the  Duties  of  Cuftoms  and 
riods  prior  and  pofterior  to  the  Treaty  with 
uly  1786. 


French  Wine. 


Tuns.  H.  G 

423    2    29 

47°     1     4i 
485     1     22 


1,868 


55 


!i,445    x    44 
1,114    3    26J 

1,117    %    60 


Portal  of  Cuftoms 
id  Excife. 


Tun 

12,25 

247 


'5     S 
16  11 


i6,6j 


220    II       4 


19,11 
22,12 
22,91 


,906 

,9S8 
,167 


8  2 
3  6 
o     7 


Average  Quantity  of  the  3  Yrs, 
Tuns.     H.    G.    - 
1 5>9S3    °    5° 
[Average  Duty  of  the  3  Years. 
£.625,454    3     2 


1 


Average  Quantity  of  the  3  Yrs. 
Tuns.     H.    G. 
a7>34°     «     S9 
[Average  Duty  of  the  3  Years, 
J    £-7J4.©io  x<>      9 


Infpe&or  Gi 
?u(torn  Houfe,  Londd 


j  Turis. 

|d    —    Quantity       11,393 
Duty       £.88,556 


H. 
1 
7 


G. 
9 

7 


!  IRVING, 

•  Infpe&or  General  of  the  Imports  and 
i         Exports  of  Great  Britain. 
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Excife  arifing  therefrlh?  Exchequer  of  the  Duties  of  Cuftoms  and 
France,  and  alfo  in  Pf  \l0*s  ?™r  *nd  Poftenor  t0  thc  Treat.v  w,th 


aly  1786. 


French  Wine. 


Porttjal  of  Cuftoms 
d  Excife. 


Tuns. 

4*3 
470 

4»S 


H.  G 

2  29 
1  41 
1     22 


1,868 


55 


»,445 
1,114 

1,1x7 


1    44 

3   *6£ 

%    60 


12,21 


Tub 

I2,2fl£* 

12,6c 'S23 


59i 


'5     5 
16  11 


247     7 
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16,61 


,220    II       4 


19,11 

22,I2f 

22,91 


906 

,9S8 
,167 


8  2 
3  6 
o     7 


Average  Quantity  of  the  3  Yrs. 
Tuns.      H.    G. 
15,953     o     jo 

I  Average  Duty  of  the  3  Years. 
J  £.625,454    3     2 


Average  Quantity  of  the  3  Yrs. 
Tuns.     H.   G. 
27,346     1     59 

[Average  Duty  of  the  3  Years, 
£.  714,010  10      9 


1 


Infpe&or  G< 
?uftom  Houie,  Lond< 


1  Turis.     H.   G. 

d    —    Quantity       1 1,393     1     9 
Duty       £.88,556     7     7 


!  IRVING, 

!  Infpe&or  General  of  the  Imports  and  - 

I         Exports  of  Great  Britain. 


Tembfed. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  all  L  .  .  c       t    t 

PUBLIC  DEBT  drf"016^  to  d?fray  the  Intereft  and  Charges  of  the 
Services  that  remainf ment  of  His  Majefty's  Civil  Lift,  or  any  other 


Surplus  of  the  Fund  to , 

Do.  -  - 

Do.    . 

Do.  -  -  ^d  toward*  the  Service  of  the  Year  1 786. 

Do. 

D°»  "  jt  of  the  Payment  of  the  Annuities  due,  on  Ac-» 

D°«  •  r  thofe  Years,  on  the  5th  of  April  1 786. 

TV*  a  j  t~*  t  ;u  Df  the  Sum  orX8*>386,  which  was  the  Surplus 

uo.    —    M.peri-iD.;th  Ap|il  ^  and  wai  granted  towar(Urthc 

}r86. 
Duty  on  Coals  fince  Mi<| 

Soap,  Anno  17ft  of  the  Payment  to  the  South  Sea  Company, 
of  Hereditary  and^th  April  1786. 

Impreft  Monies,  and  D^^  ^  Scryice  of  ^  Ycar  ^ 

CaSMDand°S^?ft ^*fu,ch *****  SurPlu.8  "  had  ™™f  *°m 
I>«ty  on  Rum,  Sugars,  &th  M^  '  7*7^^*5™*  *,**?&•, ^und 
Surplus  of  Stamps  for  th  and  forn,cd  Part  of  the  SurP,u*  of  tbat  <*3ar- 

Do.    -    the  Sinking  ^n«  Fund>.  onK  "**  °ftobe.r.  ^^JE?™*1 
ber    78c  "^  aj*  9*    ;  y       making  good  the  Sum 

'   **  lg  the  Deficiency  of  the  (aid  Fund  on  the  5th 
luced  to  the  Sum  of/*. 582,488.  i$s.  9$*/. 

Stamps  for  Hanaper  Offif«ch  f"rther  SurPlu*as  haud  accrued  from  $th 
r  r  uly  1787,  was  carried  to  the  Confol.  Fund  pa 

med  Part  of  the  Surplus  of  that  Quarter. 


Exchequer, 
the  2  ift  Day  of  March 
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Appendix  (F«)   No.  3. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  all  Sums  of  Money  which  have  been  applied  as  Part  of  d* 
Ways  and  Means  of  the  laft  Five  Years,  arifing  from  Anny  Savings,  from  the 
Loans  of  1 789,  from  the  Sale  of  French  Prizes,  or  from  Foreign  Secret  Senice 
repaid* 

jft  Jyne  1 786,  There  was  voted  towards  the  Supply  for  the 
Year  1 786,  of  the  Monies  granted  for  the 
Ufe  of  His  Majefty's  Land  Forces,  and 
other  Services  in  the  Year  1 784,  which        £.  u   L 

remained  in  the  Exchequer  unapplied      -      290,8x0   4   6J 

soth  Ditto.  Voted  towards  the  Supply  of  the  laid  Year 
1 786,  the  Surplus  oi  the  Monies  voted  for 
the  In  and  Out  Pensioners  of  Chelfea  Hof- 
pital,  for  the  Year  178$     .  —  '» 1,568  13    »J 

3X*>37«  17  9 
8th  May  1787.  There  was  voted,  towards  the  Supply  for 
the  Year  1787,  of  the  Monies  granted  for 
the  Ufe  of  His  Majefty's  Land  Forces  in 
the  Year  1785,  which  remained  in  the 
Exchequer  unapplied  ■         180,000   Q  0 

6th  May  1 788.    There  was  voted  towards  the  Supply  for  the 
Year  1788,  of  the  Monies  granted  for  the 
Ufe  of  His  Ma  jefty*s  Land  Forces,  which 
remained  in  the  Exchequer  unapplied     —    200,000   Q  0 
ftift  July  1789.   There  was  voted,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  for  the  Year  1 789,  the  Balance  re- 
maining in  the  Hands  of  the  Paymafter 
General  of  His  Majefty's  Forces,  after 
fatisfying  the  outstanding       £•       s.    </. 
demands  of  the  Year  1788  398,769     x     3 
The  Amount  of  the  Monies 
contributed  for  Annuities 
with  the  Benefit  of  Sur- 
vivorship, in  purfijance  of 
an  Ad  &9thGeorge  3d    1,002,140   9    Q 
Ditto,  for  Annuities  to  con- 
tinue for  18  Years  and 
3  Quarters,  from  the  5th 
day  of  April  1789,  pur- 
fuant  to  One  other  A& 
29th  George  3d   —  187,000   o   q 

•  Money  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer, arifen  by  the  Sale 
of  French  Prizes,  taken 
before  the  Declaration  of 
the  late  War,  in  the 
Year  1756  3>ooo    o   o 

— i>S9°»9°9   i   3 

*  7th  April  1790.  Voted,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  179A 
of  the  Money  advanced  for  Foreign  Secret 
Service^  repaid  into  the  Exchequer      —         34»ooo  19  0 
Treafuty  Chambers,  — 

o-Mayi79i.  \V\SPEER.,  »i3i7>**7   °  ° 


Id.  N 

An  ACCOUN^ith  the  Amount  of  the  Money  paid  for 


Anno  1786.    A 


d. 


£.     s.  J. 

500,00c    o  o 

1,000.    o  o 

11,750    o  o 


*"»  '7«7-    *       f   ,56,8,5    »  o 


r 

Anno  1 7 S3.    A 

3; 


Anno  1780.    A 


Anno  1790.    A 
P 


ff^oravdum^- 


512,950    o     o 


750,600    o    o 


493,614  10    4 
771,56a  10    o 


5i3>386  x7    o 


790,937  10    o 


Sl3t33l    6  11 


tmofjf.  1,300  only; 

'• 

the  3oth^C^T  JENNINGS, 


/• 


£.    s.    d. 
688,750  o  o 


512,750  o  o 
176,000  o  o 


»43,9»5  o  o 


256,985  9  8 


•58>X7S  J3  * 


277,606  3  1 


1,212,692  5  9 


1  .  c 


S7\. 


:Years. 

I 


(G.)  No.  if 
(H.)  No.  i  J. 
(I.)  No.  ii 
(I.)   No.  i\ 


(K.)  No.  i< 
(K.)  No.  2, 


<L.)  No.  il 
No.  2 


(M.)  No.  it 

i 

(N.)  No.  i> 

(O.)  Jsto.i' 


1788, 

9^76,559 

296,670 

898,000 
103,346 


700,000 
600,000 
889,200 


(a)   1,541,969 

312,972 

85>797 


419,407 

46,800 

102,024 


105,565 
8S»329 


«97,279 
39^79 


15,800,796 


1789- 

9,283,108 
262,246 
898,000 

IIX»573 


713^000 
57S»S7° 


*79°» 

£- 

*339>7*9 

22C,3I^ 

898,000 
109,385 


703,276 

490,360 


988,000 

988,000 

— 

200,000 

1,518,293 

*78,536 
77,922 

1,517,616 
263,638 

7^59° 

450,138 

9»3°6 
52,000 

418,207 

39>*39 
52,000 

98,329 
397>°9* 

129,208 
306,599 

a7o>SSS 

66,084 

46,536 

34*34* 

(d)  16,030,204 

(d)  15,912,597 

xa)  Th4  the  Year  in  which  it  was  incurred. 

(b)  Thfarged  upon  1786,  amounted  to£.  573,087. 

(c)  Thi*  and  the  preceding  year,  or  carried  to  the  Con- 

fol 

(d)  Exej 


Us 


penditure* 
An  ACCOUt  Chargeg  of  Ae  PuWic  Debt>  .m  thc  Yeaf8 

lively. 


1 

1 

J — 

Anno  1789. 

Anno  1790. 

\d. 

Annuities  fori  fi 

I*.           —    o 
Do.           for  L 

I 

Annuities  at  J, 
Do.                !} 

i 

£•       s.    d. 

144,649    4    8 

540    0    0 

67,296  11     7 

97,285  14    4 
30,401  15    8 

144,649    4    8 

540    0    0 

67,296  11     j 

97**85  14    4 
30,401  15  8 

Annuities  at  4Q 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


CHIEF  C 
Annuities  at  t  D 
Do.         —    ^ 
Do.         — 
Do.         -     ki 
Do.        —    P 
Annuities  foi.r 
Do.  foJ| 


Do. 


Annuities  at  J 
Do. 


100,000  o  o 

15,000  o  o 

121,898  3  5 

37,500  o  o 

52,500  o  o 

29,604  o  o 


3,269,516  7  6 

1,136,726  4  11 

x»324>737  IO  o 

9OI>S4i  3  4i 

30,450  o  o 

688,029  4  4I 

415,880  19  2§ 

25,000  o  o 


735*974  13  » 
58,576    7    4j 


9,283,108    o    4 


100,000 

15,000 

121,898 

37>5°° 
52,500 
29,604 


3,269,289  2  6 

M36>498  19  Ir 

1>3a4*737  10  o 

901>S4i  3  4f 

30,450  o  o 

688,029  4  4| 

422,881  15  ,  5| 

25,000  o  o 


735*974  K 
58.547    < 


11 
6 


9,289,625       7      2| 


gl 

Memorandum*  J^ 
The  Mana 

JSJm^  < er  *  W°  5  b*  ^  force  Perfons  not  , 
SSingtl  dI  *h  APril  "79ii  the  fame  is  not  ^ 

tbe^£b^  . 

JIh   fo/al!  ^  of  ^  Aa  P3^  » thc  Y^r 
1 7*0,  ror  air  neQt  was  made .  and  ^  Differencc 

,D     tedTn  rt«  1CDt  on  Acco^nt  of  Short  Annuities 
the  aiftS  :  R0BERT  JENNINGS 


(■ 


An    ACCOUNT  of  the  a)  Intereft,  and  other  Chiracs   payab'e  th^ieon. 


ice  for  Long  Terms,  being  the 

—  for  Two  and  Three  Lira,  beil 
bct  Bills  made  out  for  Intereft  of  q 
.ct  for  Li«ea9  with  the  Benefit  of  i 

Mote*  The  Land  Taxes  and  D| 
the  Exchequer  Bills, 
£.  980,500,  Part  of  4 
Supplier  of  the  prefeni 


Ada  of  Parliament  9*  Willi.  3*! 
n  at  £.  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  A* 


Jed  of  the  South  Sea  Company 
ar  Original  Fund,  at  £.  3  per  Crn| 
ocelline  Exchequer  Bills  by  Ads  3J 
ciea  at  £ .  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  A»i 
—     £ .  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  A*. 
£  .  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  A°- 
f .  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  grai 
["•  3  per  Cent,  pf  r  Ann  coi 
feveral  fubfequent  A&s 
£%  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  gi 
£•  6,000,000,  granted 
pleted  the  Payment  of , 
the  Sum  is  reduced  to 
£j  3  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  co 
~.  4  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  grj 
.  5  per  Cent,  per  Ann.  grj 


=  ?: 


=  i. 


til  Capital  Stock  and  Annuities  9  ■ 
***•  at  £  3  P«"  Cent,  per  Ann.  A# 


Mmtrawdum: 


w 


}  Annuities 
Lives    ' 
granted 
•the  Amoi 
of  I 


Were  fran* 
'     the  Tern 


nt  ota  the  Annuities  for 
•nti  of  the  Treafury  $  and  on  the 
■arteri  Iatereft  on  the  Tontine,  but 


Annual  Inrcreft. 


*  39*399    4    8 


54o 


96,000  • 
30,000 


iio,oco  —  — 

230,604  —  — 

30,000  —  — 

3,1*1,990  17    9 


1,1*0,202    4    3 
1,310,000  —  — 
893*499  *l    Sh 


721,95a  10    9 
57.5*8 


12.318    5  — 


Mjiiagc-mnc      an 
other  Charges  pay- 
able thcieon. 


£.      s.    J. 
5,a5o  —  — 


1,285  14    4 
401  15     8 

1,898     3     5 

4,000  —  — 

45° 

47>i  14  »7     3 


16,075    7    8 

i4>737  10  — 
8,041     9  11 


14,02a     3    2 
943  '5     6 


,2,3,8     5  —    ■) 
«,j;66  io  —  .  I 
*4»5*7     5  —     S       ~         — 
a  769   13  —     1 

5  !74  **     7     J 


T  O  T  A  L. 


680,375  — 


4^,333  —  » 


25,000  —  ■ 


0.162.78 1     1     4^ 


7>654    4    4! 


4,548  14    6 J 


1 26,42  ^   15  10 


"<4^19     4     * 

540  —  — 


97.285  14    4 
30,401   15     8 


121,898     3     5 

234,604 

jo  450 

3,269.011     5  — 


i,»36>*77  ix  it 
1,3*4.737  J©  — 
901,541     3    a{ 


735  974  13  ™ 
58,531  15    6 


67,256  11     7 


68S.029    4    4} 


422,881  15     5I 


2  5.C00  —  — 


9,2S(j.  1  ro     o     a* 


Appendix  (H)  No.  i, 


To  the  Honourable  the  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Burgefles,  in 
Parliament  affembled. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Expences  incurred  for  INTEREST 
on  Exchequer  Bills,  in  the  Years  1786, 1787,  1788,  1789, 
and  1790. 


Land  Tax  1786;  Malt  Tax  17I6.  Soppliei  1786,  Total. 

£.67,789  —    $      iT-3S^78  18    5      £l45»4J*    *  —         £•       *   *• 
•  2469906    6  10 


Land  Tax  1787.               Malt  Tax  1787;  Supplies  1787. 
£.7^269  —    5      £"5>244  «6    6     £«*°»970    3    a 
— i.  167,484  —    * 


Land  Tax  1788.  Malt  Tax  1768*  Supplies  1788* 

£.76,599    8    s      £.28,55011—      £.186,209—    li 

Consolidated  Fund  1788     -     -    •  -     £5,311   10    8 
•  296,670  11    si 


Land  Tax  1789.               Malt  Tax  1789.               Soppliet  1789* 
£.60,697     8     3      £**S'5S7  *S     6      £-«75»99«     7     6 
■ — —  262,246  il     J 


Laid  Tax  1790.  Malt  Tax  1790.  Soppliet  1796. 

£42,623   10     9       £.11,907  13     6   (£.170,787     3     7 

~  at  the 


€£.170,787  3 
<  if  paid  off  at 
{   ofual  Time. 


225,318    7  10 


£  1,298,625  17    si 


Exchequer  BUI  Offices 
the  23d  Day  of  February  1791* 

W-.  J*.  COOKE, 

Accountant* 


[ftj 


I 
Hemo'ed. 


ACCOUNT  of  the  fevef  «fp« lively,  exclaEve  of  the  Intereft  on  the  Public  Debts, 


"^  *Q  1789. 

A*  1790. 

Total  of  Five  Years < 

£*     *• 

d. 

£.        s.    d. 

&        *.    A 

be  Support  of  His  Majcf  981OO0  — 

— 

898,000  —  — 

4,481,000  —  — 

is  Royal  High nefs  Willi 

of                — 

:    8,000  — 

— 

8,000  —  — 

40,000  —  — 

»•                 ■■  ■ 

.    0,000  — 

— 

9,000  —  — 

45,000  —  — 

is  Royal  Highnefs  Henrj    8.000  — 

— 

4,000  —  — 

36,000  —  — 

be  Reprefent*.  of  Artht 

ii   3»°°o  — 

— 

3,000  —  — 

15,000  —  — 

he  Earl  of  Chatham 

|    4,000  — 

— 

4,000  —  — 

20,000  —  — 

eorge  Lord  Rodney 

2»QOO  — 



a,  000  —  — > 

IO,OCO  —  — 

r  George  Auguftut  Elli 
be  Right  Honourable  L 

a)    1.500  — 

— 

1,500 

7.500 

4    7,000  — 

— 

7,000—  — 

.35.000 

be  Right  Honourable  L 
lilip  Deare,  Efquire 

2   7,000  — 

?      300  — 

— 

7,000  —  — 

35,000  —  — 

— 

300  —  — 

1.500  —  — 

bo  Wigglefworth,  Efqbf        joo  — 

— 

300  —  — 

1,500  —  — 

bo  Lloyd,  Efquire 

3oo  — 

— 

150 - 

i,35o 

larks  Harris,  Gent. 

200  — 
1    1,000  — 

— 

too  —  — 

1,000  —  — 

'  William  Mufgrave,  Ba 
for  aoditing  the  Public 

— 

1,000  —  — 

5,000  —  — 

bo  Thomas  Batt,  Efqoiaj     1,000  — 

~ 

1,000  —  — 

5,000  —  — 

an  Martin  Leake,  Efqui 

y    i,oco  — 



1,000  —  — 

5,000  —  — 

John  Dick,  Bart,  anof 

A      500  — 

— 

500  —  — 

2,500 

illiam  Mollefon,  Efqoin 

2     500  — 

— • 

500  —  — 

t,5oo 

erks,  Contingencies,  &< 

4   0,000  — 

— 

6,000  —  — 

30,000  —  — 

le  Ufhcr  of  the  Receipt 

J     3,047    2 

6 

a.194  17    9^ 

S.394    7    *i 

ic  Sheriffs  of  the  feveralj 

Charges  of  taking  forthl     4«°0O  — 

— 

4,000  —  — 

20,000  —  — 

dy  Maria  Carlton,  on  h 

i     1,000  — 

•— 

1,000  —  — 

6,01 1     9  10J 

le  Judges  of  England  anc 
arJcs  Bembridge.  Efqoi  1 

J    13.05°  — 

— 

13,050  —  — 

52,559     2  10 

iog  the  former  Duties  0 

1        130  — 

— 

•  30  —  — 

487  10  — 

■1  more,  as  late  Meflen 

20  — 

— 

20  —  — 

75 

0  Cafs,  late  Office  Keej 

20  — 

— 

20  —  — 

75 

e  Officers  in  the  Exchec 

650  — 

— 

650  —  — 

3»*50 

bert  Smith,  Efquire,  M 

1,200  — 

— 

1,200  —  — 

4,800 

omas  Earl  of  Effinghad 

England                         ■ 

13,800  ~ 

— • 

13,800  —  — 

42,229    3    6 

e  Encouragement  of  the 

cod  and                        - 

6»335  «S 

— 

6t33$  «S  — 

19,007    5  — 

e  Chief  Caftuer  of  the  i 

hequcr,  &c.     ,        — 

809     3 

6 

360    9    4 

772     3    8 

.            Bsj 

5»3  ■«   10 

8 

— 

■•■55  *7  — 

t  Paymasters  of  Exche<] 

iade  out  on  the  Credit 

_ 

— 

5,311  10    S 

iry  Adding  ton,  Efquir< 
1  Heirs  and  Defcendand 

— 

474  »4    5 

474  H    5   . 

n  their  Annuity  of 

•■ 

4»ooo  —  — 

4,000  —  — 

wge  At  wood,  Efquire,  1 

•■" 

3,000 

3,000  —  — 

i  Clerk  of  the  Hanaper] 

1,600  — 

— * 

2,700  —  — 

4.300  -^j— 

,009,573   11 

8 

1*007,385  16    64 

4.955.7S^>*/^ 

I 
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Appendix  (L)  No,  I, 

ABSTRACT  of  the  ORDINARY  EXPENCES  of  the  ARM 
for  the  lad  Five  Years,  taken  from  the  Difpofition  Papers. 


1786 


Guards  and  Garrifons     — 
Plantations,  exclufive  of  Pro- 

vifions  —  — 

Ixifh  Regiments  Abroad  - 
Staff,  in  Great  Britain  — 
Full  Pay  to  reduced  Officers 
Half  Pay,  Britilh        — 

—  Do.  —  American  Forces 

—  Do,  —  Scotch  Brigade 
Officers,  &c.       —        — 
Eaft  India  —  — 
Widows  Penfions         — 
Chelfea  In  Penfioners      —  ] 

—  Do.  —  Out  Penfioners      ] 
Reduced  Horfe  Guards  — 
Two  Troops  of  Horfe,   and 

Two  Troops  of  Horfe  Gre 
nadier  Guards     —      — 

Two     Regiments     of    Life 
Guards  — 

Compenfation  to  reduced  Of- 
ficers      .   —  — 

—  Do. —  private  Gentlemen 
Armament,  1787       — — 
HeffianSubfidy        — 
Recruiting  and  Contingencies 
fJew  South  Wales        — 

Total  Ordinary    — 
Extraordinary     — 


647,005 

234,160 
9,099 
6,409 

*4*378 
172,666 

3*535 
59,320 

8,230 
11,409 

I7S»°|6 
333 


1787 


648,687 

234,628 

1 0,087 

6,409 

23,110 

172,776 

59*999 
3*422 

59*253 

8,230 

11,812 

172*525 
223 


1,405,062 
573»o87 


1,978,149 


1788 


1,411,161 
420,311 


1,831,472 


598,367 

315*865 

8.758 
6,427 

4.273 
172,776 

59*999 

3*39* 

60,863 

11,292 

9*978 

'73*833 
223 


28,490 

19,294 

3,768 
28,000 
59,878 
36,093 


1789 


1,601,839 
437,004 


£• 

638,562 

315*915 

11,136 

6,409 

11,804 

172,787 

59*999 

3*392 

63*043 

« i*435 

9*943 

I77.465 
212 


36,093 


1790 


578,5< 

317.54 

8,*4 

6,4c 

10,8c 

162,75 

59*9< 
3*3$ 

63*2; 

*i*43 

9*9< 

180,9; 

2C 


1,518,285 

39s>769 


2,038,843 


*>9I7*°S4 


*>5*7* 


Nptt,  This  Account  will  not  agree  with  Appendix  (L)  N>.  3. 
as  the  Shillings  and  Pence  are  here  omitted,  which  makes 
thcexaft  Difference. 


vy  Office,     1  An  k 
May  1791.    J 

r  ths  Years  i635,  1' 

787,  1788,  1789,  and  1790;  andalfothe 

it  for  the  fame  Period. 

timers'. 

- 

.of 

en. 

A*  1788. 

AQ  1789. 

AQ  1790. 

To  the  Right  I 
High  Admir 

£-        s. 

d. 

£.         u     4 

£-       '•   *- 

Secretaries,  ' 

56«73°  14 

■  1 

56,003   14     1 

56,551    4    1 

Superannuated 

31,48s  17 

11 

29.949  14     9 

28,500    3    4 

Penfiona,  and  c 

10,604  16 

11 

10,432     0   1  t 

10,717-  6  11 

Salaries,  and  P 

25,351     5 

2 

*5»35*     5     * 

25,351     5     2 

Mufter  Matter, 

4,508    6 

11 

4,508     0  11 

4,508    6  11 

Wages  to  Shipi 

76,503     2 

6 

77,507  11     9 

76,539  —    7 

Viduals  to  Off 

33,096    7 

6 

33»598     5  — 

31,700     5  — 

Charge  of  Har 

.  62,870  — 

— 

59,480 

55,840 

Ordinary  Repa; 

* '6,445 — 

— 

204,910  —  — 

205,928  —  — 

Half  Pay  to  Se 

183,000  — 

— 

175,000 

169,000  —  — 

Boonty  to  Cha] 

1,231    '7 

6 

1,231   17     6 

1,231   17    6 

Ordinary  Char] 

29,135   '7 

1 

29,649  13     5 

31,259     1     5 

Ordinary  Char] 

6,150     7 

•■■ 

6„i  50     7  — 

6,150    7  — 

737'i'9  1* 
37*I,(>_»* 

7 

7I3»773     *    6 

703,276  17  11 

7 

773     «     6 

\ 

700,000  — 

— 

713,000  —  — 

703,276  17  11 

0.  of 

Men 

oted. 

Amount  of  Ex 

600,000  — 

— 

S75-570 

490,360  —  — 

8,oco 

Seamen  and  1 

Month,  aco 

889,200  — 

•^ 

K>,000 

Seamen  and  M 

— 

988,000  —  — 

988,000  —  — 

1,189,200  — 

— 

2,276,570 

2,181,636  17  11 

Additional  Gr 

~—        — 

_        _ 

200,000  —  — 

Additional  Gri 

—        — 

—      •  — . 

Part  of  a  Million  voted 

- 

r      650,000  —  — 
i   1,565,000  —  — 

Total: 

L  Voted  for  the  Armament 

2,189,200  — 

— 

*»*76»57° 

4,596.636   17    II 

Expence  incur 

Navy  excee 

324,001   12 

10 

153,787    6    6 

By  the  Annua 

I    creafe  of  th< 

— — -        — ■ 

p—        — 

552,418    16   II 

1 

HEN 
GEO.    ROGERI  M'.   WALLIS. 


(EJ 


(<:). 


CCOUNT  (hewing  theP88>  >789» tn<*  '79°;  diftinguifhing  each  Year. 


laneoos 
menu. 


1  1788. 

ped  upon  17S9, 


Viaotlling    ^8l6  —    J 

Indian  Pre?enf»°«  3  U     8 

Bills  of  RxchntS18  8  — 

'Balances  of  A ,  "• 

Foreign  proa  >•  J  %\  S    4 

ExpeoceiofO'406  »*    3 

PtyofOfficeil'81!  «8    * 

Service!  in  N<>»4S6  f9    5 

<  Coals,  Candl^'S6  7    9 

I  To  replace  A 

I  Cloathiog,  & 

I  Offreckoning  "" 

I  Bat  and  Fora 

tPromifcaous  *°47  »  «« 

Engineer  De  mmm  ■ 


t»75»    •    7 


Dedaa  Stop]  *>7*o  "    6 
^97 «  1 6    j 


Extra  Paymt 
Indict 


Sobfiftence,  4»*39    >    * 


5,769    i     3 


Given  in  Ai< 


Pay-Office*  Horfi 
3d  May,  1 


158    4  - 


1789. 
Charged  upon  1790. 


^769     I      3 


170,136  14    6 

38,267  12  — 

9»762  1     5 

7,860  9     8 

23,084  18  11 

i$.i$8  8     7 

3,539  19  i* 

9,061  7     • 


1,186    6  10 
31,4*6  10  — 


3°9»484    *  " 
30,948  19    * 


*78»S35    9    9 

1,978  13 
75»944    9    7 


1790. 
Charged  upon  1791. 


£.  ,.  4. 

13'»063  |6  2 

«3.409  5  7 

19,412  19  1 

1,632  i$  11 

a,770  14  7 

19,668  19  7 

12,409  14  9 

4,042  16  6 

15,927  18  3 


21,502  3  10 
S<M38  8  4 


356,458  la  4 


356,458  1  a  4 


*93»«79  '•  7 
*9»54*  3  9 


263,637  8  10 


3,812  10  4 
67,784  iff  10 


335,234  18  — 


33S-*34  18  — 


R  T  H, 

nailer  General'i  Office. 


[G] 


V* 


Aa  ACCOUNF  of  the 
refpe 


1786    — 


I787    - 


17.88    — 


«;«9  — 


1790  — 


the  Yean  1736,  1787,  1788,  1789,  tnd  1790 
eat  in  each  of  the  faid  Years. 


■Vott 


.4' 

"Votej 


.4'- 


vn 


1 


Votej 


4'*  1 

fVotet 


H 


Ezpc 


287,096    17        \, 

59.781 


33,890  15 

•4 

380,768    12 
46,800   — 

*4 

328.576    17 
8,300   — 

3 

8 

336,876    17 

56,800   

11 

4!9,407   — 
46,800   

f 

450,138       3 
9,306      4 

8 

1 

459»444    7 
52,000  — 

9 

418,207  17 

■'S7S    4 

13,869  — 

S 

3 
6 

433^51      2 

7S»795  >6 

s 
7 

1 1*051     8    7 

36,395     1  — 
12,^99     7  11 

60,838    12      9 

6,016    9    6 


509,447  «*    9 


126,700  19    9 
»»435»°4S  ■*    Si 


the  Services  incorred  by  the  Ordnance  during  the 
1  partly  by  the  Sale  of  old  Stores,  and  Repayment* 
unce  compared  with  the  Grants  regularly  laid  before 
£.  61,909,  o.  7,  which  has  been  voted  for  this  Pur- 


1.    4 


427,568  ta    af 


393,676  17  if 
466/207  —    t 

S»M44    7    9 


FURD 
rk  of  the  Ordnanceu 


ru    id 


Appendix  (L)  N°  3, 

An  ACCOUNT,  fhewing  the  Amount  of  the  Sums  granted  et 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  Service  of  His  Majefty's  LAND 
FORCES,  in  the  Years  1786,  1787, 1788, 1789,  and  1790, 
refpe&ively;  diftinguifhing  the  Ordinary  Expences  from  the 
Extraordinaries. 


1786 

£.  s.  d. 

Ordinary      —      £.1*05,067    6  *°i\t  Q»*  tKA  1C  _  jl 

Extraordinary      —     573.087    8     2|  J1'^*'1*4  l$  ^+ 

1787 
Ordinary         —         1*1**169     610    \      g        g 
Extraordinary      —      420,311   17    4  J     *  ^  "        * 

1788 
Ordinary        —        1,601,847  13     2    5        Q  Q  a 

Extraordinary      -      437,004  18     6   JV>3*.*5*     "    * 

1789 
Ordinary        —         15518,293  16     61?,^.,.^^     mm    ^a 
^Extraordinary   -    398,769     1     34{W7.<**    »7    9* 


1790 
Drdinary         — 

Extraordinary       —      356,458  12     4   ^2,179,074     18     5^ 
For  the  Armament 


1790 
1,517,616  6     if) 

—   356»458  "  4  >5 
nt    305,000  —  —  J 


£-  9,944^26  7  1$ 


^  The  21ft  July  1789,  the  Honourable  Houfe  of  Commons  refolved,  That 
the  Sum  of  £.  398,769.  i.  3.  being  a  Balance  in  the  Hands  of  the 
Paymafter  General,  after  fatisfying  the  outftanding  Demands  for  tht 
Year  1788,  be  granted  to  His  Majcfty  towards  the  Supply* 

R»  MOLESWORTH, 
Accomptant  to  the 

Paymafter  General's  Office, 
[H] 


Appendix  (N)  No  t. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Sums  paid  out  of  the  Produce  of  ctt ! 
LAND  TAX  in  each  Year,  from  the  6th  Day  of  January 
1786,  to  the  5th  Day  of  January  1791,  for  the  Service  of 
the  Militia. 


In  the  Year      —      ~       1786      — 
In  the  Year      —      —      1787      — 


In  the  Year  —  —  17^8" 
£.  97*974.  17.  af,  exclusive  of 
the  Militia  in  Berks  and  Surrey, 
no  Account  of  which  hath  yet 
been  rendered  to  the  Auditor,  > 
but  on  Eftimate  thereof,  the 
Expence  will  amount  to  £. 
4,050.  154  10,  making  toge- 
ther —         —  — 


19th  February  1791. 


£.      s.    i. 

65**27  »  H 
111,480  18  97 


—     162,025  13  — t 


JN°.  HOSIER, 

Deputy  to  Mr.  Auditor  West. 

RICH*.  GRAY, 

Deputy  to  Mr.  Auditor  Shelli*- 

JOHN  FENWICK, 

Deputy  to  Mr.  Auditor  Johns* 


Appends 


Appendix  (N)  No..  2. 


An  ESTIMATE  of  the  Annual  Expcnce  of  the  MILITIA, 
for  the  Years  aftermentioned. 


For  1789        —        —    £.98,939   5   5 

1790        —        t-    £>  93*497  1 5  5 
i79I        —        —    £.93,497  i5  5 


JN<\  HOSIER,  Dep.  Aud'  for  England, 
except  Four  Counties. 

RICH".  GRAY,  D.  Aud'  for  Chefter, 
Derby,  Lincoln,  and  Nottingham. 

JOHN  FENWICK,  Dpry.  Audr  for  the 
Principality  of  Wales. 


[  K  ]  Appendix 


An  ACCOUNT  o 


1787/  17881    '1789.  and   1790;  diftinguifhirig 


Mi/a 
or  the  Cif  il  EftablifliJ 

k>-  

or  Salaries  to  the  Offi< 
or  the  Salary  of  the 
or  the  Exper.ce  of  the 
or  foppoiting  the  Briti 


Tojohn  Hatfell, 

Journals  and  R< 
To  Henry  Hughs, 

the  Fir  ft  Seven  I 
To  Do.        — 

of  the  Houfe  of 
To  John  Nichols, 
To  Mr.  Arthur  B 

pointed  to  enqui 
To  Mr.  Henry  Gw 

pointed  to  ehqui 
To  George  White, 

Two  Afts  of  Pa 

in  England  and 

paring  Ahftra&s 
To  Meffrs.  Eyre  ar 

for  the  better  fe< 
To  Henry  Hughs, 

the  prefeat  State 


["To  make  good  Dei; 
i  For  defraying  the  e 
|  For  defraying  the  c 
the  Laws  re  la  tin 

'  For  confining  and  t 
For  Ex  pence*  on  A 
To  Duncan  Campb 

Thames 
To  Henry  Bradley, 

Dunkirk  Hoik  il 


1788. 


/.    d. 

6  — 


1789. 


5**45 
4,300 

1,900 

2,100  —  — 

4,980 

580 

4,000 

13,000  —  — 


|fOOO  —  — 


4,827  »4    6 
776 


d. 

6 


£-   '• 
6,218  17 

5,4oq 

1,900  

a, ico  —  — 

4,080  —  — 

580 

4,000  —  — 
13,000  —  — 


I,IOO  —   — 


2,071    13 
710      9 


3,000  —   — 


460  •-  — 


MtMS    5  H 

Ii394    6  8 

30,083  10  2i 

4*533    6  6 

5  I  10^,565     9  7j 


1790. 


£.      s.     d. 
6,376   17     6 

4,400  — r   — 
L84O 

2,10b  —  — 

4,080 

580  —  — 
4,859  1  8 
13,000  —  — 


1,200  —  — 


3,584  18    3 
739  l7  — 


1 


48»4"7  "3     5 
8,180  14    4 


15,000  — — 
9 10  —  — 

30,510  17     » 


98.3*9    7     3 


33,218  15    6 
6,888     7     6 
129,208  14    6 
Sundry 


I7*«. 


£.  »•  * 


667 

000 ' 
000 


6    6 


000  —  — 


•DOC  < 
DO©  < 


OO 


68  iS     iJ 


1787. 


1,877  »o  — 
1,182  10  — 

1,394  16  — • 

15,600  —  — 


1,500  —  — 

ft,200  —  — 

S9O  —  — 

3,000  —  — 


4i©56    *  *°i 


457  10    G 


06   10  — 

77     6  — 

1*  »5     7i 
O0 



52a  —  — 

— — 

2,307    9    4 

1,000  —  — 


36,387  18     8$ 


1788. 

£.  s.  a. 
2,877  *°  — 
1,182  10  — 

600  —  — 

1  436    a    6 

25,000  —  — 

7^«93 

600  —  — 

5,000  —  — 
813  13    6 


161,000  -^  — 
20,000  —  — 


58,^6 


2,652    i    3 
8,058  15    i\ 


1789. 


£• 
M77 
1,182 

600 
1,562 


s.  4 
10  — 
10  — 


2,OCO   —  — 


197,279  18    4f 


lk*J 


3,cpo 

761    1  — 

500  —  — 
3»ooo 

35,200 


191,34a  13  — 


2,075     6    v 
20,312    6    4 


200   —  — 

246  to    4 
1,000  —  — 


3looo 

150  13    7 
420     6     7 

2,000  —  — 
2,124     3  10 


»7°,555    6    3 


1790. 

4,55s     7     » 
1,182  10  — 

600 

«*3* 


500—  — 


51,638    6  ix 


*,95i    1  ie 

1^32    6    3} 
1.000  —  — 


585  xi    6 


66,084     4     a£ 


--«•. 


^B  ■■■«■• 

1789, 

1790. 

fatifl*.                                       U    d. 

£•      '•   *• 

£•        '•     d. 

To  Thomas  Cotton,  Efq;  td 

£.  40.  per  Cent,  was  all 

bumi  allowed  by  the  Com 

and  Services  of  thofe  wh< 

America,  under  the  Provi 

To  Ditto,  to  be  applied  for 

and  others,  who  have  Tuff 

Majefty's  Government      4  — 

41,559  11  — 

35»785  15    6 

To  Ditto,  to  pay  Fees  at 

1785,  for  the  Relief  of  A 

To  Ditto,  for  the  Paflage  a 

Pemberton,  Efquirei,  C< 

Scotia        

To  Ditto,  to  pay  Bills  dr< 

Brunfwick,  Cape  Breton, 

furveying  and  laying  outii     1 

1,286  19    9I 

To  the   Secretary  to   the   { 

Lofles  of  the  American  I|2  — 

,4*693    8    6 

1,900 

For  the  Purchafe  of  Lands  i 

For  completing  the  Purchal 

To  the  CommifHoners  for 

fcrers            _           f— 

6,314    1    6 

For  the  Relief  of  AmericaoS  — 

For  One  Year's  Allowance  1 

For  prefent  Relief  to  SufFerf 

For  Salaries  to  the  Civil  cj 

To  the  Secretary  to  the  i 

• 

Lofles  of  all  Perfons  who*—  -* 

900  —  — 

200  —  — 

To  the  Commiffioners  app 

Perfons  as  have  fuffcred, 

Spain        —                t—— 

3*«S7    7    6 

To  Thomas  Cotton,  Efc 

19,000  —  — 

28,900  —  — 

To  Ditto,  to  be  paid  toTli 

appointed  to  repair  to  i 

their  Commiflion 

-    6 

2,111  —    6 

3,162    5    6 

For  Principal  and  Intereft 

and  the  Perfons  who  hav 

3«3t659    a    5 

»38>*76    9    %l 

To  pay  Principal  and  Intel 

Coropenfations  granted 

&cf             

■■^™ " 

m  '  '■        ". 

6,383  16    7 

For  Rewards  to  Officers 

and  incidental  Expences 

4,410  16    7i 

2,170  —  — 

To  the  Salary  of  the  Secrc 

&c.  and  Incidents  of  thi 

,-        ■ 

*78  14    8 

To  the  Ufher  of  the  Excl 

paying  in  the  above  On 

— —        — 

88a    4 -J 

For  Relief  to  certain  Men 

ceded  by  the  laic  Peace 

,    — -        — 

49,556  17    6 

16    7 

397,091    7  10 

366,599    3  —  I 

[MJ 

Lotttriu 

1788. 

1789. 

1790. 

£.       /.    J. 

480,000  —  — 

13,000  —  — 
614  10    4 

£.        '•    d. 
500,000  —  — 

1 3,000  —  — 
386  17  — 

£.     '.  /. 

500,000  —  — . 

1 3,000  —  — 
33>    6  it 

493,614  10    4 

5»3»38°  "7  — 

513,331     6  11 

166,125  '7    9 
«94»604  13     4* 

155*787    6     1 
215,396  —     i\ 

229,967.14     8 
225,179  10     2 

360,730  11      I J 

371.183     7  —J 

455>'47    4  «° 

181,419    *    7i 

186,714  14     ,«. 

176,768  13     7 

•5*3.939  i«    * 

1,837,161  19    6\ 

1.707.139     7     1 

Fetal  of  the  5  Yem 

£8,394,714—    *i 

112,101     9    8 

• 

578,73**  «4    7s 

• 

,500,000  —  — 

5,500,000  —  — 

5,500,000  —  — 

105,565     9    7i 
297,279  18    4i 

85,329  16     7 
493,614  10    4 
360,730  11     if 

181,419    6    yi 

mm 
98,329  7  3 

*7<M55    6    3 
397.092    7  10 
3M»|86  17  — 
371,183    7 — I 

■  86,714  «4    *i 

129,208  14    6 
66,084    4    2} 
366,599    3  — { 
5I3.33»    6  «i 
45S'H7    4  io 

176,768  13    7 

Total  of  eke  5  Ton 

•507,508    s   of 
929.676    5   H 

'.336-377  U  «Q 

2*546,032  14  si 

2,033,764  11    i| 

la7»»38    3    *l 

914,144    5    8j 

♦5*3.919  1*    8 

19837,261  19    6} 

!»7i7»«39    7     7 

£  8,394.714  -   <f 

An  ACCOUNT 


ditore. 

the  Interefl  of  the  Public  Debt,  from  the  6th  Day  of  January 


Coinage  Doty  on 


Cotton  Wool,  17I    ,....„     . 

Canvas  and  Lawn  nfolidated  Fund  on  eth  Jo ly  17*7. 

mragementof  Hemp  and  Flax  in  Scotland,  £.3,324.  18/.  qa  ; 

ting  Sum  of  £.3,800*  5/.  6f*/.  carried  to  the  Confolidated 

1  '787- 
terofthe  Mint  in  England,  £.8,554.  17/.  ii£</«;  and  the 
18/.  7i</,  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th  July  1787. 
r.4i  per  Cent.    "  nfolidated  Fund  on  3th  July  1787. 
Firft  Fruits         —  lynent  of  Governors  Salaries,  &c. 
Payment  of  Queen  Ann's  Bounty. 

ment  of  Judges  Salaries,  £.13, 115.  8/.  3*/. ;  and  the  Sum  of 

carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th  July  1787. 
Do.  1765        — —  nfolidated  Fund  5th  July  1787. 
Gum  Senega,  1 75 1  nfolidated  Fund  5th  July  1787. 

irliament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.7.  14/.  \\d.  ; 

£.1,275*  'B'*  &'•  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th 


Stamps  per  Hanap 
"•4i  per  Cent 
Firft  Fruits 

Tenths 

Stamps,  1759 

Do.  —  1762 


Cambricks  and  Su 


Apples  imported 


rliament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.128.  151/64/. ; 
£.590.  — /.  Sid,  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th 


■I iament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.51.  in;  and 

Sugars  before  1762  3*  tSJ*  7'«  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th  July  1787. 

•  ^Iiament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.45.  — •*.  ud*\ 

£.108.  io/«  3<t*.  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th 


Do*  —  fince  Do* 
MelaiTes,  1766 


rliament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.250. ;  and  the 
10/.  %d.  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th  July  1787* 
'iiament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.861.  17/. — \i. ; 
£.943.  —  /.  yd.  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th 


Licences  for   fellii 

Tickets,  1784 
Do*  1785 

Do.  1786 


Verdigrcafc,  1781 


Iiament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786* 
Iiament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1787. 


Rum  and  Sugars  be  »«« J™  lh«  Service  of  the  Year  1787. 


folidated  Fund  on  5th  Jury  1787* 

rliament  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1786,  £.60.  7/.  6d.\ 

£.2,360.  5;*  9^*  carried  to  the  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th 


I    .  UK 


'7\ 


Appendix  (QJ  No.  I. 


To  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the  Accounts  of  the 
Public  Income  and  Expenditure. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Amount  of  the  Annuity  with  the  Be- 
nefit of  Survivorfliip,  granted  by  Ads  29  et  30  Geo.  Tcttii 
Rs.  as  it  flood  on  the  5th  April  1791, 


The  Amount  fet  apart  for  the  public  No- 
minees, for  the  Half  Year  ending  5th 
April  1 79 1  ■ 

Do.  —  —   —  for  Government,  for  Do. 


9,090    1  ji£ 
12,340  18.  6| 


£.  21,431  —  6 


Memorandum: 

The  future  Half  Yearly  Charge  for  the  Public  Nomi- 
nees cannot  be  afcertained,  as  it  depends  on  the  Number  of 
Lives  falling  in. 


Exchequer,  the  3d  Day 
of  May  1791* 


ROBERT  JENNINGS. 


£0] 


Appendix  (R)  Nd.  t. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  future  Expence  likely  to  be  incurred 
for  the  Intereft  of  Exchequer  Bills. 


-  Upon  the  bed  Ettimate  that  can  be  formed  of  the  future 
Expence  of  Exchequer  Bills,  it  is  computed  that  the  Anhual 
Amount,  at  the  prefcnt  Rate  of  Intereft,  will  be     £260,000. 

Treafury  Chambers, 

May  6th  1791.  GEORGE  ROSE. 


Navy  Office,   1  An  ESTIMA 
»th  May  179*-  » 


I  of 

yf.'Apet  Man 
r  Month. 


r  m. 


1    10 


J. 


—  19 

—  4 


Fori89oooSeamei 


For 


pared  pnrfuant  to  a  Precept  from  a*  Committee  of 


h 


t.  17*  — •  l 

jointly  to  be  4 

the  Ordinary  ai 

aforefaid  PropQ 

Taking  the  CalcU 

Being  the  Proporl 

Being  the  Proport 

for  by  the  Boai 


£■*  — 


>o  —  — 


For  Salary  to  the 
4      miffionersof  tl 

relating  thsretc 
Superannuated  O; 
Salaries  &c  to  tl 
Mufter  Matter,  a« 
Wages  and  Viftai 
Charge  of  Harbol 
Ordinary  Repairs 

the  feveral  Yari 
Half  Pay  to  Sea  i 
Bounty  to  Chapli 
Ordinary  Charg 
Ordinary  Charge 


(For  the  Particular!  of  the  fort 
to  Parliament). 

For  building  and 


N-  B.  If  it  ftould  be  thought 
to  the  prefent  Plan,  mod  of      ^ 
to  come,  to  the  Amount  oaf 


In  Addition  to  tM 

on  the  *oth  Day  of  * 

We  muft  further  I 


/. 


o  —  — 


3  — 


OBSERVATIONS. 


Should  the  Number  of  Men  be  kept  com* 
plere,  no  Reduction,  can  be  cxpeded 
on  this  Head. 


Upon  the  fulleft  Consideration,  which 
has  been  given  to  this  Subject,  we 
cannot  fafely  ftate  a  lefs  Sum  for  this 
Service,  with  a  View  to  keeping  op 
the  Fleet  in  good  Condition. 


in  purfuance  of  the  Refolution  of  the  Hoofc  of  Common* 

the  preliminary  Meafuret  neeeflary  for  ifcertainUig>WlfV\ 
;  fomc  Variations  may  take  place  in  many  of  the  (ArtkJfa,  J 


Appendix  (T)  No.  u 

An  ESTIMATE  of  the  future  Annual  Expence  of  the  Army 
upon  a  permanent  Peace  Eft&blifhment. 


Numbers. 

Charge* 

Guards  and  Garrifons    - 

-    i7>OI3   — 

568»499 

11 

•4 

Plantations  &c.      —     - 

-     12,608  — 

332>3°2 

9 

8 

Irifh  Forces  ferving  Abroad     3,283  — 

8,487 

10 

7 

Recruiting  and  Contingencies 

of  the  Land  Forces 

« 

64,500 

— 

— 

Recruiting  Companies  of  the 

India  Regiments      — 

—  494  — 

1 '.435 

12 

»c* 

Staff  in  Great  Britain 

—    _— 

6,409 

8 

Supernumerary  Officers 
Offices  &c.             — 

— .  — 

«5i 1 98 

16 

««i 

—    — 

63,176 

5 

8 

Half-pay  &c.         — • 

_.    — 

228,661 

10 

10 

Chelfea  Hofpital         — 

— 

174,167 

4 

3i 

Widows  Penfions        — 

«—    — 

•     9*7l° 

4 

3 

Subfidy  to  the  Landgrav 

c  of  Heffe  Caffi 
Total  —  £.  j 

A  36,093 

•5 

:,5 18,842 

9 

4* 

Memorandum. 

In  order  to  comply  with  the  Aft  pafied  in  1783 
for  the  better  Regulation  of  the  Office  of  the  Paymafter 
General,  and  the  more  regular  Payment  of  the  Army,- it  will 
be  neceffary  to  vote  the  Sum  of£  1,518,842    9.  4^*  but 
it  appears  from   the  Examination   and  Settlement  of  the 
Regimental  Accounts  of  feveral   Years,    that  an   Annual 
Saving  has  arifen  of  about  £.  50,000,  which,  being  applied 
in  Aid  of  the  above  Sum,  will  reduce  the  Probable  Annual 
Expence  of  the  Army  to  £.  1,468,842.  9.  4^-,  which  may 
be  expe&ed  to  continue   nearly   the  lame,  excepting  the 
Charges  for   fupernumerary   Officers,   and    the   Halt-pay, 
which  will  of  courfe  be  diminifhed  by  the  Deaths  or  the 
Officers  or  their  being  provided  for. 
War  Office, 
3d  May  1791.  GEO.  YONGE. 

Appendix 

[QJ 


Appendix  (T)  No.  2. 


1 


ESTIMATE  of  the  future  Extraordinary  Expences  of 

the  Army. 


PROVISIONS. 


Gibraltar 
Canada 
Nova  Scotia 
Weft  Indies 


Nomfcr  of  Ferfoni 
ri£ual.ed. 

3,880 
*»9S* 
4>9*7  . 


£  1*«9$« 

*9»g*3 

4'»c97 


132.61a 
3St6sa 


16,756 
Dedntfc  Stoppage!  from  the  Troops 

To{al  for  Provifions     — 


MISCELLANEOUS    CHARGES. 

Gibraltar  —  Bills  drawn  by  the  Governor  *— 

{Expence  of  the  Civil  Enable- 
ment — —         — —    to,ooo  —  — . 
Bxtreordinariea  in  the  feveral 
Departments         ■  45.000  —  — 


Nora  Scotia  -  Ditto  —  

w*a  i  j*     1  MH§  drawn  bv tnc  Governors,  and  Extraor-  ) 
wen  indies  |     diM|ki  jn  |hfi  fcwa|  DeparUDCntt     _  J 

Indian  Prefenti   .  — —  — 

Various  Incidental  Payments  at  Home      — 

Total  —  £- 


Charge 
per  Annus*. 


!  00,000  —  — 


t,000  —  — 


65,000  —  — 
10,000  —  — 

50,000 

13,000  —  — 
40.000  —  — 


280,000  —  — 


War  Office, 
$d  May  1791* 


;?' 


GEO.    YONCB. 


Appendix  (U)  No.  "i. 


An  ESTIMATE  of  the  future  Annual  Expence  of  the  Office  of  Ordnance, 
upon  a  permanent  Peace  Eftablifhment ;  exclufive  of  fuch  Sams  as  ate 
contained  in  the  Eftimate  of  the  Board  of  Land  and  Sea  Officers,  for 
additional  Works  for  the  Security  of  His  Majefty's  Dock  Yards,  and  of 
any  other  Fortifications  or  other  new  Works  to  be  carried  on  in  the  Weft 
Indies,  North  America,  or  el fe where.— Prepared  purfuant  to  an  Order  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Hon  Me  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  appointed  to  exa- 
mine into  the  Public  Income  and  Expenditure,  18th  April  1791. 


LAND  SERVICE. 
Ordinary        ■  — — 

EXTRAORDINARIES. 


Newfoundland 
Nora  Scotia        — 
New  Brnnfwick 
Quebec  ■ 

Bahama  Iflands 
Bermuda  — 

.  Jamaica  — 

Weil  Indies 
Gibraltar 
Jerfey 

Guernfey  _ 

Scotland        ■ 
North-cad  Diftrid 
Landguard  Fort 
Chatham         — — 
Sheernefs 


Gravefend  and  Tilbury  — 

Powder  Mills  at  Fever/ham    — 

Ditto    —    Waltham  Abbey     —    

Cinque  Ports  — 

Woolwich  

North-wed  Did  rid 

Portfmouth  and  Gofport 

Plymouth  — — 

£hippinjr  (relieving  Artillery  in  Foreign 

Garnfons)  - 

Contingencies  of  Artillery      — — 
Laboratory        — —         « 
.Arms  ■  ■ 

galpetre  -— 


£.    $.     i. 


3,500. 
4,000  . 
4,000  - 
4,000  - 
1,000  • 
1,000  • 
3,000  . 
18,000  • 
30000  . 
2,000  • 
2,000 
4,000 
s,  000 
2,000 
6,000 
2.000 
3,000 
1,000 

2,  OOO 
2,000 
5,000 
1,000 
6,000 
6,000 


£•     *•     '• 

220,000     —  — 


6,000 

2,000 

10,000 

9,000 

Supply  of  Stores  for  Foreign  Garrifon*  —[10,000 


Extraordinaries    — 
Ordinary  and  Extraords    *—    £, 


1  ?5»ooo  —  — 
J7S**>o  —   — 


N.& 


JV.  B.  The  foregoing  Articles  are  not  fuppofed  to  require, 
in  every  Year,  the  §ums  fet  opposite  to  them  ;  in  fome  Years 
more  may  he  neceffary,  in  others  left;  but,  one  Year  with 
another,  it  is  computed  that  the  Sums  fet  down  wiH  be 
wanted  for  each  Article,  and  that  the  Amount  of  the  Eftimate 
wiU  be  fufficient  to  defray  the  Expcnce. 

Tht  D Terence  between  the  preceding  Eftimate,  and  that  - 
jprefented  in  the  Year  1786,  arifes  thus,  viz. 

The  Ordinary  in  1786  was  computed  at  £.  210,000.  Jn 
the  Eftimate  for  1791  it  is£.  221,271.  81.  id.  which  is  an 
Increafe  of  £.11,271.  8/.  id.  and  is  accounted  for  as 
follows  :«— 

By  an  Augmentation  to  the  Eftablilhment  of  the  Royal 
Regiment  of  Artillery,  of  One  Bombadeer  and  Ten  Gun- 
ners per  Company,  and  Two  Staff  Serjeants  to  each  of  the 
Four  marching  Battalions,  making  448  Men  ;  alio  the 
Difference  of  Pay  between  a  Second  and  F.irft  Lieutenant, 
to  put  the  Officers  of  the  Cadet  Company  00  the  fame 
Footing  as  thofe  of  the  other  Companies,  and  an  Addition  of 
2s.  per  Day  to  the  Pay  of  the  Surgeon  General        — 

By  the  Pay  of  Fir  ft  Gunners  dill  remaining  on  the  War 
Eftablifhment  ■  ■  *— 

By  an  Augmentation  of  One  Captain,  One  Capt.  Lieu 
tenant,  Two  Firft  Lieutenants,  and  one  Second  Lieutenant, 
to  the  Eftabliftiment  of  the  Corps  of  Royal  Engineers    — 

L* 

The  Remainder  of  the  Difference  arifes  from  the  new  Efta- 
blifhment of  the  Powder  Mills  at  Walt  ham  Abbey,  and  fome 
few  Increafes  of  Salary  ■  n   1 


£.       11.271  8   1 

But  it  is  to  be  obferved,  that  the  Regiment  of  Artillery  is,  in 
the  R ft i mate  for  I791,  ftill  £.1,198.  8.  4,  above  its  regular 
Eftablilhment;  this  Excefs  will  gradually  decreafe,  as  the 
Firft  Gunners,  who  are  the  caufe  of  it,  die  off,  or  are  pro- 
vided for ;  after  which  the  Ordinary,  on  a  permanent  Peace 
Bftabliihment.  including  the  Increafe  of  the  Regiment  of 
Artillery,  and  Corps  of  Engineers,  will  not  require  more  than 
about  £.220,000  per  Annum,  which  is  an  Increafe  of 
£•10,000  per  Annum. 

With  refpe&  to  the  Extraordinaries,  they  were  computed  at  £.  138,000 ; 
and  from  2  careful  Revifion  of  them,  and  the  Experience  of  Three  Years*  it 
ts  prefumed  that  Sum  will  be  fufficient  for  the  Annual  Current  Expence  of 

thofe 


£.    ,.d. 
*,86j  8   4 


M9*  *   4 


535  *"  * 


10.597  J  4 


674  4  9 


*hbfe  Articles  which  ire  enumerated  in  the  former  Paper  given  in  to  the 
lionfe  of  Commons,  excepting  in  the  Cafe  of  the  Six  Weft  India  Iflands, 
where  the  considerable  Works  that  hare  been  ere&ing  will  nece/Tarily 
occafion  an  Increafe  of  Expence  for  maintaining  them  :  The  Sums  com- 
puted to  be  neceflary  when  there  were  no  other  Fortifications  than  Batteries, 
or  very  flight  Works,  were  £•  i.ooo  for  each  of  the  Six  Iflanda:  It  ia 
imagined  it  cannot  be  left  than  £.  3,000  for  each  Ifland,  when  the  Work* 
i  fenifted,  which  will  be  an  Increafe  of  £*  12,0001 


With  iefpe&  to  the  Contingencies  of  the  Regiment  of  Artillery,  it  is  alfo 
Jbond  aecefiary  to  make  an  Addition  of  £.  1,000  per  Annans 

There  will  alfo  be  an  Increafe  of/.  2,000  pel*  Annum  on  Account  of  the 
Iflands  of  Bahama  ahd  Bermuda,  if  the  firft  fhould  be  thought  proper  to  be 
continued,  and  the  latter  to  hate  an  Ordnance  Eftablifhment ;  and  alfo 
£.  a ,000  for  the  Powder  Mills  at  Waltham  Abbey  j  all  of  which  are  new 
Articles,  not  included  in  the  Rftimate  of  1786k 

Thefe  Additions  of  £*  10,000  in  the  Ordinary,  and  £.  17,000  in  the 
Sxtraordinaries,  increafe  the  permanent  Peace  Eftablilhment  for  the  Land 
Service  from  £.  $48,000  to  £.  375,000  per  Annum. 

In  refpeft  to  the  Sea  Service,  the  Allowance  of  4  ;.  per  Man  per  Month  for 
the  Number  of  Seamen  voted,  has  been  found  by  Experience  to  be  inade- 
quate to  the  Expenditure*  and  muft  vary  in  Proportion  to  the  Number  of 
Seamen  annually  voted* 


G*    CRAWFtJRD. 
Office  of  Ordnance* 

Clerk  of  the  Ordnanee* 
Mtfc  April  1791. 


[Q.3] 


Appendix  (W)  No.  i. 


\ 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  probable  Amount  of  fuch  Expences  as 
may  in  future  be  Annually  incurred  under  the  Head  of 
Mifcellaneous  Services. 


f  Nova  Scotia  —  £6,376  —  — 
J  St.  John's  —  1,840  —  — 
J  New  Brunfwick         4,400 

Eipox*  of  the  Civil  j  £"1*  *re'?"      -     «•"'? 

Bahamas       ■  4»i8o  —  — 

Dominica  ■         600  —  — 

^Bermuda        580  —  — 

African  Forts  ■  — —         13,000 

Scotch  Roads  —  ■*-—  5*000  —  — 

Extraordinary  Expence  of  the  Mint        —         13*900  —  — 

For  confining  a*d  maintaining  Convi&satHome  18,000 

For  tranfporting,  &c.  Convifts  to  Botany  Bay    35.000 

For  printing  Journals,  Copies  of  Bills,  Votes,  &c.  6,000 

Britifh  Mufeum  ■   ■ 1,500  —  — 

For  other  fmall  Charges,  the  Particulars  of  which 

cannot  be  foreften  ■  10,000  —  — 

£.  128,416 

N.  B.  This  Sum  exceeds  the  Average  of  occafional 
Articles  of  the  fame  Defcription  in  the  Courfe 
of  the  laft  5  Years. 

Nothing  is  infertcd  as  an  Annual  Charge  for  Somerfct  Houfe, 
as,  by  the  Account  which  has  been  presented  to  the  Houfe  in 
this  Seffion,  it  appears  that  the  Sum  of  £.32,000  will  be 
wanted  to  complete  thofe  Works,  of  which  the  Sum  of  £.25,000 
has  been  already  voted. 

The  Amount  of  what  may  be  to  be  paid  for  American  Suf- 
ferers is  alfo  omitted,  as  that  is  ftated  in  another  Account. 

Treafury  Chambers, 
May  6th  1791.  GEORGE  ROSE- 


Appendix  (W)  N°  2. 


To  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the  Accounts  of  the 
Public  Income  and  Expenditure. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Amount  of  the  Money  remaining 
unpaid  on  American  and  Eaft  Florida  Claims,  of  the  Prin- 
cipal, after  fatisfying  all  Payments,  on  10th  Ottober  1790. 


The  Money  remaining  unpaid  on  American  and  Eaft  Flo- 
rida Claims,  of  the  Principal,  after  fatisfying  all  Payments,  on 
10th  October  I790>  amounts  to  the  Sum  of  One  Million  Five 
Hundred  and  Forty-fix  Thoufand  and  Sixty-two  Pounds  Ten 
Shillings. 

Memorandum: 

The  Intereft  on  the  above  Sum  is  at  the  Rate  of 
^.3.  10 s.  per  Cent;  but,  as  the  Principal 
diminilhes  every  Half  Year,  the  Amount  of 
the  Intereft  cannot  eafily  be  afcertained. 

Exchequer,  the  3d  Pay 
of  May  1 72 1. 

ROBERT  JENNINGS. 


Appendix 


Appendix  (W)  N°  3. 


} 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  prefcnt  Amount  of  the  Penfions  and 
Allowances  to  American  Loyalifb. 


Amount  of  Penfions       <— 
po  of  Allowances       • 


£ 


t*r  Awmm. 

26,897  —  — 
*7»3«4 


54**" 


Memorandum : 

The  above  Sum  of  £  54,2  U,  is  fubjeft  to 
Fees  and  Taxes  amounting  to  £•  2,101. 17. 2, 
which  makes    the   preient   Annual   Charge 
£56,31*.  17.  2,  but  which,  from  the  Na- 
ture of  it,  will  gradually  decreafc. 


Whitehall  Treafury  Chambers, 
9th  May  iTpr. 


CHARLES  LONG. 


Appeodix 


Appendix  (W)  No.  4. 

To  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine  the  Accounts  of.  the 
Public  Income  and  Expenditure. 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Amount  of  the  Payments,  at  the  Rate 
of  Two  hundred  and  Fifty  thoufand  Pounds  per  Quarter, 
made  to  the  Commiffioners  appointed  for  the  Reduction  of 
National  Debt,  from  5th  July  1786  to  5th  January  1791. 


The  Monies  paid  to  the  Commiffioners  appointed  for  the  Re- 
duction of  the  National  Debt  amount  to  the  Sum  of  Four 
millions  Seven  hundred  and  Fifty  thoufand  Pounds. 

Memorandum: 

The  Sum  of  Two  hundred  and  Fifty  thoufand  Pounds 
was  iflued  to  the  Commiffioners  above-mentioned, 
for  the  Quarter  ended  5th  April  1791. 

Exchequer, 
the  2d  Day  of  May  1791.  ROBERT    JENNINGS, 


[R]  Appendi; 


Appendix  (W)  No.  5. 

An  ACCOMPT  of  the  Deficiency  of  the  Grants  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  Year  1790. 


} 


The  Amount  of  the  Grants  for  the  Navyf 
Army,  Ordnance,  and  other  Services  for        £.  s.    L 

the  Year  1790  ■  133*03,816  14    4^ 

The  Amount  of  the  Ways  and  Means  to- 
wards fatisfying  the  fame        — -         1 2,996,088  11     3^ 


Deficiency  of  theGrants  to  anfwer  the  Services    207,72  8    3    1 


Treafury  Chambers, 
6th  May  1791.  W.  SPEER. 
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Army  Money, 
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6,524,009 


12,203,816 


573«.$"7 


Principal  of  Annual  Exchequer  Bills, 
ienciesof  Grants  of  1786,  1787,  1788, 
of  Confolidated  Fund  on  5th  January 

Debt  —        

afolidated  Funds  ■  ■ 

he  Public  Debt  —        — 


6,43°»*39 


6,472,299 


3«s992»23° 
46,187,010 

4,481,000 

474»75" 
4,750,000 

«3'.935 
48,116,926 
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Appendix  (X)  N°  x. 


An  ACCOUNT  of  the  Sums  iflued  to  the  Commiffioners  for 
difcharging  the  National  Debt,  from  the  ift  of  Auguft  1786 
to  the  ill  of  February  1791,  both  inclufive;  diftinguitbing 
fuch  Sums  as  have  arifen  from  the  Intereft  of  Stocks 
bought,  Annuities  expired,  or  any  other  Heads,  from  the 
Sum  iflued  out  of  the  Surplus  of  the  Confolidated  Fund, 
or  out  of  the  Supplies  of  the  Yean 


From  Confolidated  Fund,  or  Supplies 

of  the  Year  ■    »  — 

By  Annuities        —  — 

By  Terms  —  — 

By  Dividends        —         — 


4,750,000 

»34»585 
87,500 

452»5°6 

s. 

14 
10 

d. 
7 

5»424»59* 

4 

7 

April  30th  1 791. 


JOHN  FARHILL. 


[X] 


Appendix  (X)  No,  2. 


Navy  Office,  9th  May  1 79 1. 


IN  Obedience  to  the  Dire&ions  of  the  Committee  of  the  Ho- 
nourable  Houfe  of  Commons,  of  the  8th  Inftant,  we  have 
hereunder  ftated  the  Total  Amount  of  the  Eftimate  of  the 
Debt  of  His  Majefty's  Navy,  as  it  flood  on  the  31ft  De- 
cember 17855  viz. 


One  Million,  Seven  hundred  and-* 
Twelve  thoufand,  Four  hun-  I 
dred  and  Eighty-nine  Pounds,  >  £.  1,712,489.  14*  4^ 
Fourteen   Shillings  and  Four  1 
Pence  Half-penny.  J 


HENRY  MARTIN.  GEO.  MARSH. 

GEO.  ROGERS.     W.  BELLINGHAM.     S.  WALLIS. 
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Appendix  (Y)  No  2. 

The  AMOtTNT  of  the  Sums  received  by  the  Commiffionen 
for  the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  in  the  Year  1790, 
arifing  from  Terms,  and  from  Annuities  on  Lives,  unclaim- 
ed and  expired. 


i 


By  Term  of  1777          ■■ 

25,000  — 

i. 

By  Annuities  unclaimed        — •      — 

22,030  14 

6 

By  Annuities  expired        — -        — * 

4,603  10 

— 

Total    — 

5**634  4 

6 

May  9th  1791* 


JOHN  FARHILL. 


The  Firft  of  thefe  Sums  is  invariable. 

The  Second  varies  Annually,  in  die  Year  1789  it  amounted 
to  —  —  —  £47>ao6    8    9 

The  Third  is  perpetually  increafmg. 


May  9th  1 79 1. 


JOHN  FARHILL, 
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